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1.

RESPONSES TC COMMENTS
RECEIVED ON SUPPLEMENT TO
VENEZIA MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
CITY OF CALEXICO

INTRODUCTION

This document responds to public. comments received on the Draft Supplemental Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) which evaluated focused environmental impacts resulting with
those tevised roadway improvements being proposed for the Venezia project.

LIST OF PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES THAT
COMMENTED ON THE DRAFT MND '

The Draft MND was circulated for public review from May 30, 2008 to June 30, 2008. A total
of six comment letters were received. The following is 2 listing of the organizations and public
agencies that commented during this public review period.

A Native American Heritage Commission June 10, 2008
B Department of Toxzic Substances Control June 13, 2008
C Imperial Irrigation District June 16, 2008
D Department of Transportation (Caltrans) June 26, 2008
E Department of Fish and Game, Inland Deserts Region ‘| June 27, 2008
F Governor’s Office of Planning and Reseatch July 1, 2008

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED

The following tesponds to public comments received oni the Draft MND. Fach letter is
presented and lettered. Comments ate bracketed; responses are then provided for each
comment. :




LETTER A

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Atriold Sehy
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
916 CARIYOL MALL, ROOM 964
SACRAMENTQ, GA 95814
D10) 653-6261
EAK(016):857:5390
it
e-mall-ds_nahe@paghell.nef RECEIVED
June 10, 2008 T
JUN 16 2008
Mr. Armando G. Villa, Clty Planner
CITY OF CALEXICO ETTY OF CALEXICO
608 Héber Avenue DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Calexidio, CA 02231

ompletion; proposed Mitigated Negative Dedaretlon for the VENES
NT and Roadway improvements; City of Calexico; Imperial County.

Re: $BI#2006021128; CEQA Nofice o
SUB‘ ONMIXEDRUSE DEVELOP)

Califoroia
Dear Mr. Villa:

The Native American Heritage Commission fs the state agency designated to protect Californias Mative
American Cultural Resources. The California Environmental Quulity Act (CEQA) requires that ainy projact that
causes a substantiat advarse changs in the significance of an histerical resource, that includes archaeological

resources, is a ‘significant effect’ re
Code of Regulations §15084.5(b)(c

quiting the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the Callfornia
{CEQA guidelines), Ssction 15382 of the 2007 CEQA Guidelines defines a

significantimpact on the environment as “a substantial, or

potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physioa!

condillons within an area affected by the proposed projact, including ...objects of histeric or aesthetio significance.”

In order to comply with tivis provision, the lead agency is

retuired to assess whether the proJest will have an adverse

impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential. effect (APEY), and If so,to mitigate thateffect. To adequately

assess the projectrefated impacts on historical resources, the' Commisston recommends the following action:
V Contactthe.appropriate Galifornla-Historic-Resourcas information Center (GHRIS)for possible-'recorded shes'in
Id‘éa‘ﬂons‘-whéréniﬂ@‘dé\felppm’éﬁb.-,‘iﬁ;rill-qr'imicﬁt_ Qgcur., C’qntadt'!Q;?.r‘mﬁtfdn':‘-tqalhe Informiation: Center nearestiyoy Is
avallatie from the State'Gtffcs Uf Histaris Preservafion (916/653:7278) httn:/ww,ohb,parks.ca.qov: Tha record
seoaich willdétermine: =~ " S " ' B

= ifa part or the entite APE has been previously stivéyed for ciflural resources. .

= Ifany known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE,
" Ifthe probability is tow, moderate, or high that ctiltuial resoutces are logated in ths APE,

A-1

If & survey Is required to determine whether

previausly unrecorded cultural resources are present.

Y if an archaeological Inventory sumvey Is re
the findings and recommendations of the ra

quired, the final stage Is the preparation of a professional report detalling
cords search and fleld suivey.

*  The final report corntaining site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted

immediately to the planning department. All

information regarding site locations, Native Amerlcan human

remaing, and assoclated funera

1y objects should be in a separate gonfidential addendum, and not be made

available for pubic distlosure, :
The final wiitten report should be submitted within 3 months after work has bsen completed to the appropriate
regional archaeclogicel Information Conter.
v Contact the Native American Hetitage Commission (NAHC) for:
* A Sacred Lands Flle (SLF) search of the project area and information on tribal contacts In the project
vicinity that may have additionat culfuraf rescurce information. Fleass provids this office with the following
citation format to agsist with the Sacred Lands Flle search request: USGS 7.5-n
VN Name, 10WNsEnp, randge a
The NAHC advises the use of Native Amercan Monftors, when profession archaeologists or the equivalent are
employed by project proponents, in order fo ensure proper identification and care given cultural resounrces that
...may-be-dfscovered.--‘l?he-NAHG-recommends-that-ountactbo-made-w_.j\_r_l_t_h_,_ Nalive-American-Contacts-on- :
giftachedilst to get thelr input on potantial project Impéact (APE). In some cases, the existence of a Native
American cultural resources may be known only to a local tiibs(s).
v Latk of eurface evidence of archeologival resources does not praciude thelr subsurface existence.
©  Lead agencies should Include in their mitigation plan provislons for the tdentifieation and evaluation of
accidantally discoverad archeological resources, per Galifornia Environmental Qualily Act (CEQA) §15064.5 (f).
In areas of idontified archaeclogical senstiivity, a corlified archaeologist and a cutturally affitiated Native
American, with knowledge i cultural resources, showld monftor all ground-disturbing activiies,
o Acullwally-affiliated Native American tribe may bé the only source of information about a Sacred Site/Nalive
Awmerican cultural resource,




= l.ead agencles should include in thelr miligation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in
cohsultation with culturaliy affiliated Native Amerlcans.

vV Lead agencles should include provisians for discovery of Native American human remalns or unmarked cemetelios

in their mitigation plans.
*  CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agenoy to wark with the Native Americans identified
by this Commission if the Inlial Study identifies the presence or fikely presence of Native American human
remains within the ARE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American, identified by the
NAHC, to assure the appropriate and dignified treatinent of Native American human remalns and any assoclated
grave Hens.

+ Health and Safely Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d) of the California Code

of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed, incl uding that construction or excavation be

stopped it thé event of an accidental discovery of any human reémains in a lucation other than a dedicated cometery

until the county coroner or.medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native Ameticar. .

Note that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries is a felony.

Leag agennies should consfder avoldance, gs defined in §15370 of the Califoinia Code of Requiations (CEQA
Quidelines). when slanificant oultaral regourcss are discovered during the course of proiact planning and
entation

Attachment: List of Native American Contacts

Ce: State Clearinghouse

A1



Native American Contacts

imperiat County
June 10, 2008

Manzanlta Band of Kumeyaay Nation
Leroy J. Effioit, Chairperson

PO Box 1302
Boulevard
(619) 766-4930
(619) 766-4957 Fax

Kumeyaay
» CA 91905

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla indians
Raymond Torres, Chalrperson

PO Box 1160
Thermal

(760) 397-0300
(760) 397-8146 Fax

Cahuilla
+ CA 92274

Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation
Paul Cuero

36190 Church Road, Suite 5
Campo » GA 91906
chatrman @campo-nsn.gov

(619) 478-9046

(619) 478-9505
(619)-478-5818 Fax

Kwaaymii Laguna Band of Misslon Indians
Carmen Lucas
P.O. Box 775
Pine Valley

(619) 709-4207

Disgueno/ Kumeyaay

Diegueno «
+ CA 91962

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Fort Yuma Quechan Indlan Nation
Mike Jackson, Sr., President

PO Box 1899
Yuma s AZ 85366

gitpres@quechantribe.com
(760) 572-0213
(760) 572-2102 FAX

Quechan

Ewliaapaayp Tribal Oifice
Michael Garcia, Vice-Chalrman/EPA Directs

PO Box 2250 Kumeyaay
Alpine s CA 919032250

michaelg @leaningrock.net

(619) 445-6315 - volce

(619) 445-9126 ~ fax

Quenchan Indian Nation

Bridget Nash-Chrabascz, THPQ

P.O. Box 1899 . Quechan
Yuma » AZ 85366
b.nash@quechantribe.com

{928) 920-6068 - CELL

(760) 572-2423

o

Distributlon of this Hst doos not relieve any person of statutory responsibliity as defined In Sectlon 7050.5 of the Health and
Safoty Gode, Seolion §097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Secllon 5087.98 of the Public Resourcea Gotle.

This lst Is anly applicable tor contaoting looal Native Americane with regard to cuiltural rescurces for the propose
SOHE2005021128; CEQA Notioe of Completion; proposed Mitigated degativa Deciration for the YENEZIA Subdivislor/
Mixed Use Development and Roadway Improvemants Proleot; Cliy of Calextoo; Impertal County, Callfornia,



RESPONSE TO LETTER A: Native American Heritage Commission; David Singleton,
Program Analyst; June 10, 2008 :

Response to Comment A-1; The letter tecommends a seties of actions to determine if any cultural
resources and/or Native Ametican attifacts could be affected by the project. Discussions in the
Supplemental MND wete based on findings and conclusions contained in the document entitled,
“Archaeological Sutvey Repott”, prepared by Hartis Atrchaeological Consultants, in April 2006.
HDR environmental consultants also prepared a May 25, 2007 letter that summatized findings from
the archaeological survey report. These documents were inchuded in the Supplemental MND and
concluded that the project would not tesult in any significant impact. A mitigation measure has
been established to ensure compliance with State Flealth and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98. In addition, the letter also provides a list of Native American
Contacts. The City shall notice these Native American Contacts of any public meetings.
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o LETTER B
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Department of Toxic Substancés Control

N , Maureen F. Gorsen, Director
Linda ., Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue

Seoretary for Cypress, Califomia 90
Environmanta! Protection YPross, fornia 90630

JUN | 9 2008

June 13, 2008 |
CITY OF CALEXICO

V ,Lu"r . PLANNING DIVISION
, ARMANDO :
Mr. Riear incjosa M
Plannitig Director S

City of Calexico .
DRepartment of Development Services, Planning Division

608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, California 82231

INITIAL STUDY AND PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (ND) FOR
VENEZIA SUBDIVISION (SCH #2005021128) . :

Dear: Mr. Hlnojosa:

The Department of Toxic Substances Gontrol (DTSC) has reéei_ved your submitted

- document for the above-mentioned project. As stated in your document; “Approximately | | B-1
78 acres of undeveloped; farmiand located within Imperial County have been acquired
for a new subdivision development, The project land uses are planned. for single family -
regidential east of Bowker Road and commercial develppment west of Bowker Road.
The praject is proposed within the City of Calexico’s existing sphere of influence.”

Based on the review of the submitte'd document DTSC has the following comments:

1) The ND should identify any known or potentially contaminated sites within the
proposed project area. For all Identified sites, the ND should evaluate whether
conditions at the site may pose a threat to human health or the environment.

Following are the databases of some of the regulatory agencies:

. - B-2

¢ National Priotities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

e -2 Site Mitigation Program Property Database (formery CalSifes): | ...
A-Database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
8ubstances Control: - - 0 e

e Resbi;rca-cbnservaﬁon and .Recover:y Information Syst;ﬁ] (R‘C_RIS;.):
A database of RCRA facilitias that Is maintained by U.S. EPA.

® Piinted on Recyclad Papor



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
~June 13, 2008
Page 2

2)

3)

« Comprehensive Environmental Response Compeénsation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is
maintained by U.S.EPA.

 Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
California Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both
‘open as well as closed and inactive solid waste dispesal facilities and
transfer stations.

o Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks,
Investigations and. Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional
Water Quality Control Boards.

= Local Counties and Citles maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup

sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

« The United States Army Corps of Engineets, 911 Wiishire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

The ND should identify the rechanism fo initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If hazardous materials or

-wastes were stored at the site, an environmental assessment should be

conducted to determing if a release has occurred. If so, further studies should
be carried out fo delineate the nature and extent of the, contamination, and the

~ potential threat to public health andfor the environrent should be evaluated. It
may be necessary fo determine if an expedited response action Is required to o

reduce existing or potential threats to public health or the environment. If no
immediate threat exists, the final remedy should be implemented in compltance
with-state laws, regulations and policies. .

If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous

-eheraleals-and-if- the-proposed-projectis-within-2,000-feet-from-a-contaminated... . |

site, then the proposed development may fall within the “Border Zone of
Contaminated Property." Appropriate precautions should be taken prior to
construction if the proposed project is within a Border Zone Property.

B-2

B-4



Mr. Ricardo Hincjosa

June 13, 2008
Page3d

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

10}

The project construction may require soll excavation and soil filling in certain
areas. Appropriate sampling Is required prior to disposal of the excavated soil.
If the solil Is contaminated, properly dispose of it rather than placing it In another
location. Land Dispesat Resfrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to these soils.
Also, If the project proposes fo import soll to backfill the areas excavated, proper
sampling should be conducted to make sure that the imported soll is free of
contamination: ‘ '

Human heaith and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. A study of the site overseen by
the appropriate government agency might have to be conducted to determing if

- there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials that may
- pose & risk to human heatith or the environment.

Ifit is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed In accordance with the

California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,

Diviston 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). ‘ .

Afitis determ’ine_d' that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes
are (a) stored in tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) treated onsite, -

or (c) disposed of onsite, then a permit from DTSC may be required. if so, the
facility should contact DTSC at (744) 484-5423 to initlate pre-application
discusslons and determine the permitting process applicable to the facllity.

If itis determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should

contacting (800) 618-6942,

~ - obtaln a.United $tates Environmental Protection Agericy Identiflcation Nu_mb'er by |

if during construction/demolition of the project, soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition. in the area should cease and
appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. Ifitis
determined that contaminated soil and/or groundwater exist, the ND should

the appropriate government agency to provide regulatory ovgrsight. -

If the site was used for agriculturat or related activities, onsite soils and
groundwater might contaln pesticides, agricultural chemical, organic waste or
other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, If necessary,

B-4

- - —{tlantify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, and |



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
June 13, 2008
Page 4

should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a government
‘agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

11)  If weed abatement occurred, onsite soils imay contain herblcide residue, If so,
proper Investigation and-remedial actions, if nscessary, should be conducted at
the site prior to construction of the project. :

12)  Envirostor (formerly CalSites) is a database primarily used by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, and is accessible through DTSC's
website. DTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an
Environmental Oversight Agreement (EQA) for government agencies,ora
Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional

information on the EOA please see www.disc.ca.qov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, -

or contact Maryam Tasnif-Abbasi, DTSC's Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at
(714) 484-6489 for the VCA, '

13) In future CEQA documents please provide the contact person’s e-mail address.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact
Ms. Eileen Khachatourians, Project Manager, at (714) 484-5349.

Sincerely,

Greg Holmes

Unit Chief :
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypress

cc:  See nextpage.




Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
June 13, 2008
Page 5

ce: Governors Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr, Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Secfion
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Contiol
P.C. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806

Mr. Jurg Hurburg

Imperial County Local Ageticy Formation Commission
509 South 8™ Street

El Centro, California 92243

CEQA # 2186



RESPONSE TO LETTER B: Department of Toxic Substances Control; Greg Holms, Unit

Chief, Brownaficlds and Environmental Restoration Program, Cypress; June 13, 2008

Response to Comment B-1: The comment assumes that 78 actes of undeveloped farmland will be
acquited to construct a new subdivision development. ‘The commentos mistakenly did not realize
that the City has already approved the overall Venezia project and its discretionaty applications in
2006, including the following improvements: 249 single-family residences; park facilities and
retention basin; mini-patk; commercial; and a commercial retention basin. A MND was prepared
and approved by the City in 2006 which provided the necessary environmental evaluations and
cleatances for the overall Venezia project. The Supplemental MND does not evaluate the overall
Venezia land use plan, since it was alteady envitonmentally cleared and approved in 2006. The
Supplemental MND evaluates the project’s roadway imptovements that are heing readjusted in
response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project apptovals and its required roadway
improvements. In 2006, Venezia was conditioned and required to provide specific offsite roadway
improvements that were predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed by the
adjacent CM Ranch project. Since CM Ranch’s project apptovals have been revoked, its toadway
improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for development and toadway
improvements now require tevision and “readjustment”. Those revised Venezia roadway
improvements described in the Supplemental MND ate proposed in response to the revocation of
CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway improvements. Presently, the applicant is
1ot proposing any changes to its land use plan for the Venezia project.

Response to Comment B-2: The comment recommends that an evaluation of hazards and
hazardous matetials be conducted. A Phase 1 Envitonmental Assessment was prepared in April
2004 by Envitonmental Data Resources for the Venezia project and was incotporated into the
Mitigated Negative Declatation that was prepated and approved for the Venezia project in 2006.
‘The Phase 1 Assessment and 2006 MND concluded that “The project area is not located on a site
that is listed as hazardous materials. The Phase 1 Envitonmental Site Assessment (ESA) repott has
concluded that the project area soils and environmental conditions are below the maximum allowed
thresholds.” The current and historic uses of the site have not changed since the Venezia land use
plan was approved by the City in 2006. Therefore, findings and conclusions from the previously
prepared Phase 1 Environmental Assessment and MND continue to apply to the Supplemental
MND. Further evaluation is not tequired.

Response to Comment B-3: The comment recommends that a mechanism be established to
investigate and/or remediate any contamination. As discussed previously, a Phase 1 Environmental
Assessment was prepated in April 2004 by Environmental Data Resousces for the Venezia project
and was incotpotated into the Mitigated Negative Declatation that was prepared for the Venezia
project in 2006. These documents concluded that “The project area is not located on a site that is
listed as hazardous materials. ‘The Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (FSA) repott has
. concluded that the project area soils and environmental conditions are below the maximum allowed
thresholds.” The cusrent and historic uses of the site have not changed since the Venezia land use
plan_was approved by the City in 2006, Those findings and conclusions from the. pteviously
prepared Phase 1 Environmental Assessment and MND continue to apply to the Supplemental
MND. Thetefore, no further investigation and/or remediation of the project site would be required.

Response to Comment B-4: The comments provide guidance and procedutes if hazards and
hazardous materials are uncovered during project construction and opetation. In addition, contact
information is also requested. Approptiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure compliance,



LETTER C

MPERIAL THAIGATION DISTRICT

OPERATING HEADQUARTERS ¢ P. O, BOX 937 + IMPERIAL, CALIFORNIA 92281

June 18, 2008

. Mr. Armando G. Villa, Director
Deavelopment Services
Planning Division
City of Calexico
608 Heber Road, CA 02231

Subject: Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration-Revised Roadway
Improvements for Venezia Project

Dear Mr. Villa:

Imperial Irvigation District's (IID) Water Department reviewed the Negative Declaration,
and provides the following comments:

1) Due fo the inability to discontinue water service in the All-American Canal (AAC),
the best option may be to raconstruct the existing highway crossing as a bridge.
The most appropriate alternative will require a thorough review and analysis by :
both the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) and D to ensure continued and <1
adequate operation and maintenance of the AAC.

2) A permit application must be submitted by both the contractor and Caltrans fon
this facility regardless of its type of construction.

3) D has forwarded the plans to the USBR as the owners of the AAC. Please
- coordinate with them for this portion of the project.

If you have any questions, please contact mé at (760) 339-9260. |

- Sincerely,
HN R. KILPS, P.E.
-Supervising Enginser - - -
Water Engineering Services
FV:mr _
cc: Project Management

Supervigor, Real Estate

Supervisoer, Environmental Compliance
Superintendent, Southend Water Division
Key Customer Coordinator



Response to Comment C-1: The comments provide input to ensure continued and adequate
opetation and maintenance of the All-American Canal. In addition, the comments indicates that a
permit application is required and that the overall Venezia project requires coordination with the
US. Butean of Reclamation. Appropriate decision-makess and staff will be made awaie of the
comments to ensure compliance.
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2 . LETTER D

June 26, 2008 11-IMP-098
PM 34.4
Venezia Estates MND (Supplement)
Mr. Armando Villa
City of Calexico
608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231

Dear Mz, Villa:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) received the Draft Supplement to the
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND — SCH# 2005021 128), which inctudes the proposed SR-
98 & Bowker Road interscetion re-alignment. Caltrans has the following comments: ,

The intersotion of SR-98.and Rowker Road currently éiists 3t a skewed (approximately 45
degrees diagorial).angle. The Bowker Road,access should be.gligned as close,s possible to'a
perpendicular (90.degrees) intetscotion with SR-98. A porpendicular. angle. of intersection -
provides a more favorable condition for drivers to judge the relative position and speed of
intersecting vehiicles by decreasing crossing distance. The minimum acceptable design skew for

an intersection is 75 degrees. In order to provide adequate sight distance, mitigation identified in D-1

the Venezia MIND proposed to re-align the infersection to reduce the skew-angle to the minimum
value allowed (75 degrees). Theréfore, the intersection of SR-98 and Bowker Road shall meet
the minimum design for a skewed intersection in accordance with the California Department of
Transportation Highway Design Manual, chapter 400.

The interim iroprovements at SR-98/Bowker Road are based upon the Phase 1 — Interim
Condition as identificd in the MND Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA ~ April 2008). Due to the
phiysical and funding constraints associated with iproving the SR-98/Bowker Road intersection,
the improvements identified in the MND are considered “interim”. Therefore, this interim
improvement was analyzed to accommodate only the Phase 1- Interim Condition traffic. In order
for the development of Phase 2 of the project, as well as any other development proposals within
the vicinity that will generate additional trips to this intersection, the full improvements at
Bowker/SR-98 and Jade/SR-98 will need to be completed.

It is recomimended the City of Caloxico and Calirans onter info a Memorandyn of Understanding
(MOU).to define the ultimate. SR-98/ade Avenug.and.SK-98/Bowker.Road improvements,
including an implementatio schedule specifying.he foles and Fesponsibilities ofieach party.

Any futurg actions by the City not in complianee with,this MND or the MOU that is.deemed

detrimental t6 the saféty and Gperational conditions on SR-98 will necessitate a response from
Caltrans. : R

“Caltrans improves mobility across California™



Mr. Armando Villa
June 26, 2008
Page 2

The ultimate improvements to SR-98 will need to be further studied, Caltrans just recently
completed the SR-98 East Study, which studied widening and corridor improvements to SR-98
from SR~111 to SR-7. We will be providing the City a copy of the final SR-98 East Study and
recommend its use as a guide to the development of potential improvements along the SR-98
cotridor. Tt is also suggested the City begin as early as possible corresponding with Caltrans on

any future improvement plans.

Any wotk performed within Caltrans right-of-way (R/W) will require discretionary review and
approval by the Department. Current policy allows Highway Improvement Projects costing $1
~million or less to follow the Caltrans Encroachment Permit process. Highway Improvement
Projects costing greater than $1 million but less than $3 million would be allowed to follow a
streamlined project development process similar to the Caltrans Encroachment Permit process.
In order to determine the appropriate permit processing of projects funded by others, it is
recommended the conoept and project approval for work to be done on the State Highway
System be evaluated through the completion of a Permit Engineering Bvaluation Report (PEER).
A PEER should always be prepared, regardless of the cost of improvements, when new operating
improvements are constructed by the permittee that become part of the State Highway System.
These include but are not limited to, signalization, channelization, turn pockets, widening,
realignment, public road connections, and bike paths and lanes. Afier approval of the PEER and
necessarysapplication and supporting documentation an encroachment permit can be issued.

Highway:Improvement Projects greater than $3 million, or considered complex projects, would
be required to adhere to the full Project Development Process (e.g. Project Initiation Documents,
Project Study Reports and Cooperative Agreements). A Caltrans District responsible unit will
be notified and a project manager will be assigned to coordinate the project approval.

In order to expedite the process for projects sponsored by a local agency or private developer, it
is recommended a PEER be prepared and included in the Lead Agency's CEQA document, This
will help expedite the Caltrans Encroachment Permit Review process. The PEER document
forms and procedures can be found in the Caltrans Project Development Procedures Manual
(PDPM). http:/fwww.dot.ca.govihgloppd/pdpm/pdpmn.htm. .
hitp:/fwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/developserv/permits/pdf/forms/PEER_(TR-0112).pdf

Furthermore, the applicant’s environmental documentation must include such work in their
project description and indicate that an encroachment permit will be needed. As patt of the
encroachment permit process, the developer must provide appropriate environmental approval
for potential environmental impacts to State Highway R/W. Environmental documentation
should include studies or letters from qualified specialists or personnel which address the

potential, or Tack’6f potential, for inpadts to the ollowing resources in state right-of-way:

Biological resources
Archaeological and historic resources
Visual quality
Hazardous waste
Water quality & stormwater
“Caltrans improves mobility across California™
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Mr. Armando Villa
June 26, 2008
Page 3

Pre-historic resources
Air quality
Noise levels

Copies of all project-related environmental documentation and studies which address the above-
cited resources should be included with the project proponent's encroachment permit application
to Caltrans for wotk within State R/W. If these materials are not included with the encroachment
permit application, the applicant will be required to acquire and provide these to Caltrans before
the permit application will be accepted. Encroachment permit submitfals that are incomplete can
resul in significant delays in permit approval, The developer will also be responsible for
procuting any necessary permits or approvals from the regulatory and resource agencies for the
improvements.

When a property owner proposes to dedicate property to a local agericy for Caltrans use in
conjunction with a permit project, Caltrans will not issue the encroachment permit untﬁ the
dedication is made and the property has been conveyed to the Department.

Improvement plans for construction within State Highway R/W must include the appropriate
engineering, information consistent with the state code and signed and stamped by a professional
engineer registered in the State of California. The Department’s Permit Manual contains a listing
of typical information required for project plans. All design and constmction must be in
conformance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.

Additional information regarding encroachment permits may be obtained by contacting the
Caltrans Permits Office at (619) 688-6158. Early coordination with Caltrans is strongly advised

for all encroachment permits.

If you have any questions, please contact Leila Ibrahim, Development Review Branch, at {619)
688-6954.

- Sincérely,

Jacob Armstrong, Chief
Development Review Branch

Ce: Bill Damell, Damell & Associates

“Caltrans improves mebility across California™
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RESPONSE TO LETTER D: Deparument of Transportation (Caltrans): Jacob Armstron

Chief, Development Review Branch; June 26, 2008

Response to Comment D-1: The comments provide information on the existing SR-98 and
Bowker Road alignments and confirm that proposed imptovements described in the Supplemental
MND ate considered “interim”. Approptiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the

comments.

Response to Comment D-2: The comment requests that a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) be exccuted to define the ultimate SR-98/]Jade Avenue and SR-98/Bowker Road
improvements. Appropriate decision-makers and staff will be made awase of the comments to
ensure compliance. '

Response to Comment D-3: The comment states that ultimate improvements to SR-98 would
require further envitonmental CEQA evaluation, preparation of a Permit Engineeting Evaluation
Report (PEER), and compliance with the full Project Development Process. As discussed in
Response to Comment D-1, Caltrans confirmed that those improvements being proposed at this
time are intetitn and not ultimate. Approptiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure compliance.

Response to Comment D-4: The comment indicates that application of an encroachment petmit
would require assessment of environmental issues. Mt. Jacob Armstrong (Chief, Development
Review Branch), in a July 10, 2008 telephone conversation indicated that those environmental
evaluations contained in the 2006 Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Venezia project, the
Supplemental MND, and those technical studies included in the two MND documents were
adequate in evaluating the relevant and applicable environmental issues for Caltrans’ putposes.

Response to Comment D-5: The comments provide information relating to the encroachment
permit application and submittal requirements, and submittal of improvement plans for construction
within the State right-of-way. Appropriate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure comphiance.



State of California - The Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FiSH AND GAME
Inland Deserts Region

78078 Country Club Dr., Ste. 109
Bermuda Dunes, CA 92201

(760} 200-9419

June 27, 2008

Armando G. Villa TEXICO
Clty of Calexico eve s SERGE DEPARTUERL)

608 Heber Avenus 2 LETTER E
Calexico, CA 92231

Re: Mit Neg Dec Venezia Subdivision

Dear Mr. Villa,

The California Department of Fish and Game (Department) appreciates the opportunity
to comment on the Mitigated Negative Declaration (Mit Neg Dec) for the Venezia
Subdivision project (SCH# 2005021128). The Department has reviewed the above-
referenced project, relative to impacts to biological resources. The project proposes new
commercial and new residentlal devslopment on a tota! of 79 scres in Imperial County.
The tand, located south of highway 98, currently consists of farmland and Is planned for
annexation to the City of Calexico, The project land uses that are planned for singla-
family residential are located east of Bowker Road and for commerclal are located west
of Bowker Road. The project is proposed within the City of Calexico's sphere of
influence.

The proposed project site is located in potential habitat for the Western Burrowing Owl
(Athene cunicularia). This species is deslgnated as California Species of Special
Concern. Section 18380 of the Californla Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires
the iead agency to treat sensifive species as though they ware listed, if the specles
meets the criteria for listing described in the section. The Department believes that the
pbroposed project could further the decline of the above sensitive specles. This species
must be treated as though it were listad and appropriate avoldance, mitigation, and
compensation for impacts need to be identified. Unavoidable impacts to the Western
Burrowing Owl should be mitigated through acquisition and protection, in perpetuity, of
high quality biological habitat. in addition, survéys and mitigation should be consistent
with the 1995 Department Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mifigation (attached).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this document. If you have any guestions
please contact Mr. Jim Sheridan, Environmental Scientist, at the above phone number.

Sincerely,
e A 1)
Cralg J Weightman

Acting Senlor Environmental Sclentist
Inland Deserts Regilon

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870



State of Gallifornis

Memorandum

:“Div, Chiefs - IFD, BDD, NED, & WMD Date : October 17, 1995

From

Subject :

Reg. Mgrs, - Regions 1,2, 3,4, &5

: Deparimont of Flsh and Game

Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation

. I am hereby transmitting the Staff Report on Buriowing Owl Mitigation for your use in
reviewing projects (California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA] and othets) which may affect
burtowing. owl habitat. The Staff Report has been developed during the last several months by the
Envitonmental Services Division (BSD) in cooperation with the Wildlife Management Division
(WMD) and regions 1, 2, and 4. It has been sent out for public review and redrafted as appropriate,

Bither the mitigation measures in the staff report may be used or project specific measures
may be doveloped. Alterative project specific measures proposed by the Department divisionsfregions
or by project sponsors will also be considered, However, such mitigation measures must be
submitted’ to' ESD for review. The ieview pracess will focus on the consistency- of the proposed
measpre with Depattiment, Fish and Game Commission, and legistative policy- and with laws
regarding raptor species. BSD will coordinate project specific mitigation measure review with WMD.

If you have any questions regarding the report, please contact Mr. Ron Rempel, Supervising
Biologist, Environmental Services Division, telephonc (916) 654-9980. .

(OPY sragis™

C. F. Raysbrook
Interim Director

Attachment
cc: Mr. Ron Rempel

Depariment of Fish and Game
Sacramento '



STAFF REPORT ON BURROWING OWIL, MITIGATION

Introduction

The Logislatore and the Fish and Game Commission have developed the policies, standards and
regulatory mandates to protect native species of fish and wildlife. In order to determine how the
Department of Fish and Game (Department) could judge the adequacy of mitigation measures
designed to offset impacts to burrowing owls (Speotyte cunicularia; A0, 1991) staff (WMD,
ESD, and Regions) has prepated this report. To ensure complisnce with legislative and
commission polley, mitigation requirements which are consistent with this report should be
incorporated into: (1) Department comments to Lead Agencies and project sponsors pursvant to
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and (2) other authorizations the Department
gives to projeot proponents for projecis impacting burrowing owls.

This veport is deslgned to provide the Deparimont (including. regional offices and divisions),
CEQA Lead Agencios and project proponents the context in which the Environmental Services
Division (ESD) will review proposed project specific mitigation measures, This report afso
includes preapproved mitigation measures which have been judged to bo consistent with policles,
standards and legal mandates of the Legislature,. the Fish and Game Commission. and the

- Diopartmentt’s public trust responsibilities. Implementation of mitigation mensures consistent with
this report are intended to help achieve the conservation of butrowing owls and should
compliment multi-speoies habitat conservation planning eofforts curtently underway. The
Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guldelines developed by The California
Burrowing Owl Consortium (CBOC 1993) were taken into consideration in the preparation of this
staff report as were comments from other intorested parties.

A range-wide conservation strategy for this species is needed. Any range-wide conservation
strategy should establish criteria for avoiding the need to list the species pursuant to either the
Californin or federal Endangered Species Acts through preservation of existing habitat, population
expansion into forner habltat, revraitment of yonng fnto the population, snd other speclfic éfforts.

California’s burrowing owi population is clearly declining and, if declines continue, the species
may qoalify for listing. Because of the Intense pressure for urban development within suitable
burrowing owl nesting and foraging habitat (open, flat and gently rolling grasslands and
grass/shrub lands) in California, conflicts botween owls and development projects often occur.
Owl survival can be adversely affected by disturbance and foraging habltat loss even when
- ---itnpaots_to_individysl_birds.and_nests/burrows_are-avolded.... Adequate_information.gbout the... ..
praseice of owls is often unavailable prior to projoct approval. Following project approval there
is 1o legal mechanism through which to scok mitigation other than avoldance of occupied
bugrows or nests. The absence of standardized survey methods often intpedes oonsistent impact
assessment.



Burrowing Owl Habitat Description

Burrowing owl habitat can be found in annual and perennial grasslands, deseris, snd arid
sorublands charactetized by low-growing vegetation (Zam 1974). Suitable ow! habitat may also
include trees and shrubs if the canopy covers less than 30 percent of the ground surface. Burrows
are the essential component of burrowing owl habitat. Both natural and artificial burrows provide
protection, shelter, and nests for burrowing owls (Henny and Blus 1981). Burrowing owls
typically use burrows made by fossorial mammals, such as ground squirrels or badgers, but also
may use man-made structures such as cemont culverts; cement, asphait, or wood debris piles; or
openings beneath cement or asphalt pavement. '

Occupied Burrowing Owl Habitat

Butrowing owls may use a site for breeding, wintering, foraging, and/or migration stopovers.
Occupancy of suitable burrowing ow] habitat can be verified at a site by detecting a burrowing
owl, its molted feathers, cast pellets, prey remains, egushell fragments, or exorement at or near
a burcow entrance. Burrowing owls exhibit high site fidelity, reusing burrows year after yeat
(Rich 1984, Feeney 1992). A site should be assumed occupied if at loast one burrowing ow! has
been observed occupying a burrow there within the fast three years (Rich 1984),

‘CEQA Project Review

The measures included in this seport are Intended to provide a decision-making process that
should be implemented whoneverthere is potential for-an action or project to adversely affect
burrowing owls, For projects subject to the California Ravironmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
prooess bogins by conducting surveys-to determine if burrowing owls are foraging or nesting on
or adjacent to the project site. If swiveys confirm that the site is occupied habitdt, mitigation
measures to minimize impacts to burrowing owls, thelr burrows and foraging habltat should be
incorporated into the CEQA document as enforceable conditions. The measures in this document
are intended t0 conserve the species by proteoting and maintaining viable’ populations of the
spocies throughout their tange in Californis, This may often result in protecting and managing
habitat for “the species at sites away from rapldly urbanizing/developlig “areas, Projeots end
situations vary and mitigation measures should be adapted to fit specific clcumstances,

Projects not subject to CBQA review may have to be handled sepavately sinco the legal authority
the Departmont has with respect to burtowing owls i this type of situation is often limited. The
burcowing owl is protected from “take” (Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code) but
unoccupled habitat is likely to be lost for activities not subject to CEQA.

CUFOERD 2
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Legal Status

The burrowing owl is a migratory species proteoted by international treaty under the Migratory

Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 U.8.C. 703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take,
possess, buy, sell, purchase, or barter any migratory bird Jisted in 50 C.F.R. Part 10, including
fenthers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations
(50 C.F.R. 21). Sections 3505, 3503.5, and 3800 of the California Pepartment of Fish and Game
Code prohibit the take, possession, or destruction of birds, their nests or oggs. To avoid violation
of the take provisions of these laws goenerally requires that project-related disturbance at aofive
nesting tervitories be reduced or efiminated during the nesting oycle (February 1 to August 31),
Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of repraductive offort (e.g., killing or
abandonment of eggs or young) may be considered “take™ and is potentiaily punishable by fines
and/or Iraprisonment.

The burrowing owl is a Speeles of Special Concern to California because of deolines of suitable

habitat and both Jocalized and statewide population declines. Guidelines for the Implemontation

of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provide that a specles be considered as

endangered or “rare” regardless of appearance on a formal list for the purposes of the CEQA

(Guidelines, Section 15380, subsections b and d), The CEQA réquires a mandatory findings of
significarics if impsacts to throatened or endangered species are likely fo ocour (Sections 21001 (c),

2103; Guidelines 15380, 15064,-15065). To be legally adequate, mitigation measures must be
capable Of “avoIding ths iHipast alGpsthes by nof YaKIGg & SRItAln abto oF Pats of an 4oHoi™;
“minithizing Impacts by limiting the degres or magaituds of the action and its implomentation”;

“rectifylng the Impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the impacted environment”; “or
reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and mainienance operations doring
the lifo of the action” (Guldelines, Section 15370). Avoldance or mitigation to redice impacts

to foss than significant levels must be included in a projeot or the CBQA lead agency must make

and justify findings of overriding considerations.

_Impa;ct Asggssment
Habitat Assessment

The project site and & 150 meter (approximately 500 £.) buffor (where possible and appropriate
based on habitat) should be surveyed to ugsess the pregence of burrowing owls and their habitat
(Thomsen 1971, Martit 1973). If occupied habitat is detested on or adjacent to the site, measures
to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the project’s impacts to the species should be incorporated into

~theproject;including burrow:precomstruction: swrveys to-ensute- avoidancs of direct ke It is

also rocommended that preconstruction surveys be conducted if the species was not defected but
is likely to ocur om the project site, ‘ '

e —
CUFGIESD . 3
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Burrowing Owl and Burrow Surveys

Burrowing owl and butrow surveys should be conducted during both the wintering and nesting
seasons, unless the species is detected on the first survey, If possible, the winter survey should
be conducted between December 1 and Januaty 31 (when wintering owls are most likely to be
present) and the nesting season survey should be conducted between April 15 and July 15 (the
peak of the breeding season). Surveys conducted from two hours before sunset to one hour afier,
or from one hour before to two hours after sunrise, are also preferable. '

Surveys should be conducted by walking. suitable habitat on the entire project site and_ (whero
possible) in areas within 150 meters (approx. 500 fi.) of the project impact zone. The 150-meter
buffer zone is surveyed to identify burrows and owls outside of the project area which may be
impacted by factors -such as noise and vibration (heavy equipment, etc.) during project
construction. Pedestrian survey transects should be spaced to allow 100 percent visual coverage
of the ground suwface. The distance between transect center lines should be no more than 30
meters (approx. 100 f.) and should be reduced to account for difforences in terrain, vegetation
density, and ground surface visibility. To effectively survey large projects (100 acres or larger),
two ot more surveyors should be used to walk adjacent transects. To avoid impacts to owls from
surveyors, owls and/or ocoupied burrows should be avoided by a minimum of 50 meters (approx.
160 ft.) wherever practical. Disturbance to occupied burrows should be avoided during all
seéasons,

I_)eﬁnition‘ of Impacts

The following should be considered impacts to the species:

'
‘e

. Disturbance within 50 meters (approx. 160 ft.) Which may result in
harassment of owls at ocoupied burrows;

Destruction of natural and artificial burrows (culverts, concrete
slabs and debris piles that provide shelter to burrowing owls); and

® Destruction and/or degradation of foraging habitat adjacent (within
100 m) of an occupied burrow(s). ' :

Written Report

A report for the praject should be prepared for the Departfnent and copies should be submitted

~t0-the-Regional-contact-and-to-the-Wildlife Management-Division-Bird-and Mammal-Conservation-

Program. The tepott should include the following information:

CODFOGLIESD 4
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° Date and time of visit(s) including name of the qualified biologist conducting
surveys, weather and visibility conditions, and survey methodology;

° Description of the site including location, size, topography, vegetation
communities, and animals observed during visit(s);

° Assassmen-t' of habitat suitability for burrowing owls;
° Map and photographs of the site;

Results of transect surveys including a map showing the location of alf burrow(s)
(natural or artificial) and owl(s), including the numbers at each burrow if present
and tracks, feathers, pellets, or other items (prey remains, animal scat);

° Behavior of owls during the surveys;

Summaty of both Winter and nesting season surveys including any productivity
information and a map showing territorlal boundaries and home ranges; and

° Any hisforical information (Natural Diversity Database, Department regional files?
Breeding Bird Survey data, American Birds records, Audubon Society, local bird
club, other biologists, etc.) regarding the presence of burrowing owls on the site.

Mitigation

The objective of these measures is 10 avoid and minimize impacts to burcowing owls at a project
site and preserve habitat that will support viable owls populations. If burrowing owls are
detected using the project aren, mitigation mensures to minimize and offset the potential impaots
should be included as enforceable measutes during the CEQA process.

Mitigation actions should be carried out from September 1 to Janvary 31 which is prior to the
nestifg séason (Ticwisen 1971, Zam 1974). Sitos the timing of westing sctivity may vary with
latitude and climatic conditions, this time frame should be adjusted accordingly. Preconstruction
surveys of suitable habitat at the project site(s) and buffor zone(s) should be conducted within the
30 days prior to construction to ensure no additional, burrowing owls have established territories
since the initial surveys. If ground distarbing activities are delayed or suspended for more than
30 days after the preconstruction survey, the site should be resurveyed.

---Although the-miigation.messures.may- be-Included.as enforceable-projeot.conditions.in the-CEQA.-

process, it may also be desirablo to formalize them in « Memorandum of Understanding MOU)
between the Department and the project sponsor. An MOU is needed when lands (fee title or

consetvation casement) are being transforeed to the Department.

St
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Specific Mitigation Measures

1. Ocoupied burrows should not be disturbed during the nesting season (February 1 through
August 3 1) unless a qualified biologist approved by the Department verifies through non-
invasive methods that either: (1) the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation; or
(2) that juveniles from the ocoupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable
of independent survival, :

2, To offsct the loss of foraging and burrow habitat on the project site, a minimum of 6.5
acres of foraging habitat (calculated on a 100 m {approx. 300 f.} foraging radius around
the butrow) per pair or unpaited resident bird, should be acquired and permanently
protected. The protected lands should be adjacent to occupied burrowing owl habitat and
at a location acceptuble to the Department. Profection of additional hiabitat acreage per
pair or unpaived resident bird may be applicable in some instances, The CBOC has also
developed mitigation guidelines (CBOC 1993) that can be incorporated by CEQA lead
agencies and which are consistent with this staff report,

3. When destrusction of occupicd burrows is unavoidable, existing unsuitable burrows should
be enhanced (enlarged or cleared of debris) or new burrows created (by installing artificial
burrows) at a ratio of 2:1 on the profected lands site. One example of an artificial bucrow
design is provided in Attichment A, '

4. If owls must be moved away. from the disturbance aréa, passive relocation- techniques. (as
described below) should be used ‘rather than trapping. At least one or more weeks will
be necessary to accomplish this and allow the owls fo acclimate to alternate burrows,

5. The project sponsor should provide funding for long-term managément and monitoring
of the protected lands. The monitosing plan should include success criteria, remedial
measures, and an annual report to the Department,

Impact Avoidance

If avoidance i thé piéfeired methdd of dealing with potential project impacts; then ito disturbance-
should occur within 50 meters (approx. 160 fi.) of occupied burrows doring the nonbrecding
season of September 1 through January 31 or within 75 meters (approx. 250 ft.) during the
breeding season of February 1 through August 31. Avoidance also requires that a minimum of
6.3 acres of foraging habitat be permanently preserved contiguous with accupied burrow sites for
each pair of breeding burrowing owls (with or without dependent young) or single unpaired
resident bird, The conflguration of the protected habitat should be approved by the Department.

CAFCIESD -
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Passive Relocation - With One-Way Doors

Owls should be cxcluded from burrows in the immediate impact zone and within a 50 wefer
(approx. 160 f.) buffer zone by instatling one-way doors in burrow entrances. One-way doots
(¢.g.; modified dryer ven(s) should be loft in place 48 hours o insure owls have left the burrow
before excavation, Two natural or artificial burrows should be provided for each burrow in the
project area that will be rendered biologically unsuitable. The project avea should be monitored
daily for one week to confirm owl use of burrows before excavating burrows in the immediate
impact zone. Whenever possible, butrows should be excavated using hand tools and refilled to
prevent reoccupation. Sections of floxible plastic pipe should be inserted into the tunnels during
excavation to malntain an escapo route for any animals inside the burrow.

Passive Relocation - Without One-Way Doors

Two natural or artificial burrows should be provided for each busrow in the project area that will
be rendered biologicafly unsuitable. The projeot area should be monitored dafly until the owls
have relocated to the new burrows. The formerly ovcupied burrows may then. be excavated.
Whenever possible, burrows should be excavated using hand tools and refilled to provent
reoccupation. Sections of flexible plastic pipe should be inserted into burrows during excavation
to maintaint an escape route for auy animals inside the burrow. :

Projects Not Subject o CEQA

The Department is often contacted regarding the presence of burrowing owls on construction
sites, parking lots and other areay for whiclt there 7$ nho CBQA action’ of for which the CRQA
process has been completed. In these situations, the Department should seek to reach agreoniont
with the project sponsor to implement tho specific mitigation measures desoribed above. If they
are wiwilling to do so, passive relocation withont the aid of one-way doors is thelr only option
based upon Fish and Game Code 3503.5. :

CDFAESD 7
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ATTACHMENT A

Prd= 0 edd

opseid = g UBQWRYD 19U =Y USQUIBYS JSBU Bu} Jo AuNgErS [euusy; Sursruew 205 puncis Mojsq 8
=« PEUNG S| UBqUiEGD SeU SUpnOUL pun QMU SO Bumoung 10 ubjssp Meumy ey jewuRry By

g

TR

'602e8

QI Ol1938004 ‘Astonun slejs oyep)
‘ABojorg jo juswpedag “tsiuelo somg
pEpoD  ‘molng  JSou  [eoyme  sng By
~IORNSUCT UC UOREULIOMNY [RUOINPPE 10

'sopsds sy jo juswabeuew
24niny Jo) snbiuyssy soinossl iealb B
5Q 0} 2A0id ARw pue |nisssoons Kby
sem ubisep moiing jssu ieidiME syl
0 9sn oyr ‘uopepesur seynduns Jouun;
s|qxsy auy (g} pue !seouejsip Buoj ieAo
fierosdss ‘Wodsuen o} Ases st ¥ (b ‘eun

-UlW Sl alg uoRonusueo (g luohepsaid
prejai Jo jusasud Aew 3y (z) Butsde
=00 IO Dumics Jnoipm Suosess pey. jBu
-ASS 3158 I (1) sefejeape Buwolo; ey
Sieye moling adid onseld sy ‘poom Jo
Ajeapus Bunsisuco” moung e ety syt
ApuBs aq Aew ubssp moung suy Bug
“OnisUco o jsod’ jenrn sy ubnouyy

'SjSSU njsseoons e
ui A)snouoayoufs iyotey oy pepus) sbbe

sow 'sBBa gg SeM ueheqnaul o uels

24 1® °zis yoinio ebeleay ‘gbaq Bu;

-Aej 668 1oye [am POUSWILIOD UOREQNS
-l 1BY) pamoys spokied uoleqnou; pue
Buiie| BBe sy o mmw Aleue uy ‘pabpsy
(%0°16) sBuiseu 19 pejewnse ue
pug (%e'ss) pavorey SBBa o2 Jo Lo ‘mseu
3souy ul Bupsau 1 358 1 paydjey Ay
<sssoons siseu Jybig | sred Buipeesq Jad
sBBo ¢'g jo azis yoyy sbesase e paprik
Sy¢wene Bunlsau ULl paNgEyU
3isM SMOLING [BIOHIE ZZ ‘986l Ui

v Cublssp moung
sy Buisn woy weyy felep Jo $S80ons Buy
“PS9K] SIMC BU) Joeyss O} URSS Jou Ssop
fPUUR} MOLING 9yl JO SUCISUSUIP {Bo
-shud oy eBueys o) Mingeur syl lsuum
o sduRnuUa By} Ajlpow o} sio mojje
jou S90p BiBY PEINPONUI MOMNG {BIDND
-8 3y 'S} o} Aleniiog “laquweyo pue
jouuny Sugseu By AJpOw o SO Buymol
ng Mmope o} Joop BHIp [BINBYU B aDiA
~0id ST SMONRY [BIDNRIE JRly PSUNEI
siojeByssAul Jeies () 'Bl4) Jojeuwem U
sayoul 9 edid ebeurs onseid peyesoped
pue paednuod joo 9B pus doy ogeacw
31 yim legqueysn mcw_pmwc poom 8 X
L X .ZL ® JO PalsiSUCD smounq jeloy
BB 83yl -9g6L 16 Bupds oy w smo
Bumolng o) oyep) uissesynos uj
PaBiduy  S1sM  SmONRG  jSeu  [emimy

- YoIuslO sorug Ag

oyepj

WiBSEayInog Uj smouing 1S [eiusy Buisn simQ Buimouing jo ssesang wéo%e%m

286} Buudg mﬁtﬂr seA3



RESPONSE TO LETTER E: Department of Fish and Game; Craig 1. Weightman, Actin

Senior Environmental Scientist, Inland Deserts Region; June 27, 2008

Response to Comment E-1: The comment assumes that 78 acres of undeveloped farmland will be
acquired to construct a new subdivision development. The commentor mistakenly did not tealize
that the City has already approved the overall Venezia project and its discretionary applications in
2006, including the following improvements: 249 single-family residences; patk facilities and
retention basin; mini-park; commercial; and a commercial tetention basin. A MND was prepated
and approved by the City in 2006 which provided the necessaty envitonmental evaluations and
clearances for the overall Venezia project. The Supplemental MND does not evaluate the overall
Venezia land use plan, since it was already environmentally cleared and approved in 2006. The
Supplemental MND evaluates the project’s roadway imptovements that atre being readjusted in
response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway
imptrovements. In 2006, Venezia was conditioned and requited to provide specific offsite roadway
improvements that were predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed by the
adjacent CM Ranch project. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been revoked, its roadway
improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for development and roadway
imptovements now requife revision and “readjustment”. Those tevised Venezia roadway
improvements desctibed in the Supplemental MND are proposed in tesponse to the revocation of
CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway improvements. Presently, the applicant is
not proposing any changes to its land use plan fos the Venezia project. :

Response to Comment E-2: The comment requests that the Western Burrowing Owl and habitat
be surveyed. The document entitled, “Tietrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western
Burrowing Owl Sutvey Calexico, California”, which was prepared by HDR Engineering, in April
2006 and included in the Supplemental MND, susveyed the burrowing owl and its habitat. HDR
also prepated a May 25, 2007 letter that summarized findings from their busrowing owl sutvey. The
letter was also included in the Supplemental MND. In summary, HDR conducted 2 baseline
biological survey and a burtowing owl habitat assessment and sutvey on March 27, 28, 29, and 30,
2006 according to Guidelines presented in the California Department of Fish and Game staff repott
and the Burrowing Owl Consottium, HDR concluded that the sutvey area did not support any
active buttows. However, two active burrows which provided nesting habitat for two paits wete
found within the 150-meter buffer. In addition, six paits and one single owl wete observed
mnhabiting seven burrows outside the survey area. HDR concluded that “No direct impacts to
biological resources associated with the proposed project are identified putsuant to CEQA. No
active butrowing owl burrows are found within the project site.” HDR did conclude that the two
paits of owls could be impacted by construction activities, HDR recommended mitigation measures
to alleviate potential impacts to the burrowing owl, HDR concluded that with mitigation measures,
potential impacts to biological tesources would be reduced to “below a level of significance.” These
mitigation measutes are included in the Supplemental MND.



ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER

GOVERNOR

- Juby 1, 2008

-, 608 Heber Avenue

STATE OF CALIFQRNIA

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT

RECEIVED
JUL ~ § 2008

Axmando G. Villa
City of Calexico

! .. BF CALEXIGO |
Ca'lexico, CA 92231 C C DEVELO'PMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Subject. Venezm Subdmsmu

_ SCE-I# 2005021128

Dear Armando G. Villa:

The State Cicaunghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state-
agengies for réview. On the onclosed Document Details Repurt please nofe that the Clearinghouse has
listed the state agencies that reviewed your' document. The review period closed on June 30, 2008, ‘and the
comments from the responding agency (ies) is (ars) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order,
. please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately, Please refer to the projoct's ten-dlglt State
: Cleaun,ghousa numbm in futme conespondence 80 fhat we may respond plomptly

_ Please note that Sectlon 21104(0) of the Callforma Publm Resources Code staies that-

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information o clatification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the

_ Smcerely,

“A 1espon31ble or othier public agency shell only make substantwe cozmnents regardmg those -
activitios involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
Yequired to be carried out or approved by the agency.- Those comments shall be supported by

~ specific documentatlon

cominenting agency directly.

This letter acknowlédges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouss review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuent to the California Envivopmental Quality Act, Please contact the Stats
Clearmghouse. at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions 1ega1dmg the envnomnental teview process,

Terry Roberts
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
co: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0,Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95813-3044
(916) 445-0613  DAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.cagov
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CYNTHIA BRYANT
DIRECTOR
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCHit 2005021128
Project Title  Venozia Subdivision
Lead Agency Calexico, Cily of
Type MND  Mitigated Negative Declaration
Description A total of 70 farmland acreage in the lmperial County are plahned for annexation and subdivision. The
' o project Is planned for new residentisl and new commerclal development. The planned developmont
wiil consist of 259 singte family detached units; and 13.21 acres for commercial use.
Lead Agency Contact
Name  Armando G, Viita
Agency City of Calexico
Phone (760) 768-2105 Fax
- emalf
Address. 608 Heber Avenue .
City Calexico State CA  Zip 92231
Project Locatlon -
‘County Imperial
City
- Region
- Lat/Long
Cross Streefs  Highway 98 and Bowker Road
Parcel No.  069-180-31
Township Range Section Base.
‘Proximity to:
. Highways 98,111
. Alrports -
. Rallways o
Waterways All American Canal
- Schools '
‘Land Use  Slie currently vacant with agricultural uses
' Zoning: R-1 Single Famlly Residentlal and Commercial Highway
General Plan: Commorcial and Medium Density Resldential
Projoct Issues  Archaeologle-Histarle; Blological Resources; Traffic/Clrculation
.Reviewing . Resources Agency; Reglonal Water Quality Control Board, Region 7; Department of Parks and
Agsnb‘fes Recreation; Native American Heritage Commission; Department of Fish and Gams, Region 6;
Department of Water Resources: Department of Conservatlon Cailfornla Highway Patrol; Caltrans,
District 41
-
Date Recelved  05/30/2008 Start of Review 05/30/2008 -End of Review 06/30/2008

Note: Blanks in data flelds result from insuificlant information provided by lead egency.



RESPONSE TO LETTER F: Governor’s Office of Planning and Research; Terry Roberts,
Director, State Clearinghouse; July 1, 2008

Responsc to Comment F-1: No response necessaty. The comment notified the City of Calexico
that the Office received the Supplemental MND and had forwarded the document to relevant State
agencies, .




ATTACHMENT 5

Malf to; State Clepringhouse, P. O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613

For Hand Delivery/Street Addvess: 1400 Tenth Strect, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH # 2005021128
Projact Title: VENEZ{A SUBDIVISION
Lead Agancy: CITY OF CALEXICO Contact Person: ARMANDO G, VILLA
Mailing Address: 608 HEBER AVENUE Phone; (760) 768-2105
City: CALEXICO Zip: 92231 County: IMPERJAL
Project Location: County:IMPERIAL ' City/Nearest Community:CALEXICO
Cross Strests: HWY 98/BOWKER ROAD . Zip Code: 92231
Lat. / Long.: ° ! N/ ° y "W Total Acres: 78,31
Assessor's Parcel No.: 052-180-31 Section: Twp.! Range: Bage:
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy # HWY 98 & HWY 111 Waterways: ALL AMERICAN CANAL

Adrports: NIA Railways: N/A Schools: NJA

Documant Type:

CrRQa: [ nor [[] Draft BIR NEPA: [] woOl Other: [ Jfoint Document k
1 EBarly Cons [ Supplesment/Subsequent EIR ] A "] Finat Document
] Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) [l Duaft EIS [0 Other
Mit Neg Dee Other Supplemental to MND ] ®¥ONSI '
Local Actlon Type:
[ General Plan Update ] Specific Plan [C} Rezone ] Annexation
] Genesal Plan Amendment . [} Baster Plan (] Prezone ] Redevelopment
[ General Plan Element {71 Planned Unit Development  [J Use Pormit [} Coastat Pormit
[ Community Plan [] Site Plan Land Division (Subdivision, eto,) [] Other
Davelopment Type:
Residential: Units 250 Acres?8 [[] Water Racilities: Type MGD
[] Office: Sq.ht, . Acres Employees [ Transportation:  Type
Commercial:Sq.ft. Acres 1281 Employees £ Mining: Minegral
(] industrial:  Sq.f. Acres Employees ] power: Type MW
[..] Bducational ] Waste Treatment:Type MGD
[C] Reeroational - |_] Hazardous Waste: Type
[C] Other:
Project Issues Discussed in Document:
[ Aesthetic/Visual [ Fiscal ] Recreation/Parks ] vegetation
[] Agrieultural Land [ Flood Plain/Plooding ] Schools/Universities [[] Water Quality
] Alx Quatity 1 Foroest Land/Fire Hazard | ] Septic Systems L] Water Supply/Grounclwater
Archeological/Historiest ] Geologic/Seismic [ Sewer Capacity [] Wetland/Riparian
Biological Resources ] Minerals ] Soil Exosion/Compaction/Grading || Wildlife
{71 Coastal Zone [] Noise [ { Solid Waste [[] Growth Inducing
i) Diainage/Absorption [] Population/Housing Balance L] Toxie/Hazardous L] Land Use
[ Econol%lcfjobs [ Public Services/Facilities  [¢] Traffic/Clrcvlation ] Cumvlative Effects
Other

Presem Land Use/Zoning/Gensral Plan Designation: SITE CURRENTLY VACANT WITH AGRICULTURAL USES., ZONING IS R-1 SINGLE
EAMILY RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERGIAL HIGHWAY, THE GP DESIGNATION IS COMMERICIAL AND MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

.....__._......--....-..-.-.-....—....._._..._...._.._._‘._.._.._.__......_._..__..._...._.._.._.._..-.-..-._..-—-_-_.._.._...

A TOTAL OF 798 FARMLAND ACREAGE IN THE IMPERIAL COUNTY ARE PLANNED FOR ANNEXATION AND SUBDIVISION, THE
PROJECT IS PLANNED FOR NEW RESIDENTIAL AND NEW COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT. THE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
WILL CONSIST OF 259 SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED UNITS; AND 13.21 ACRES FOR COMMERCIAL USE.

Note: The state Cleatinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. 1fa SCH number already exists fora Janviary 2008
projeet (e.g. Notice of Preparation or previous deaft dogninent) please fil in,



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S".

- Air Resonrces Board . _ Office of Historic Preservation

_____ Boating & Waterways, Department of ____ Office of Public School Construction
X California Highway Patrol X Pparks & Recreation

S Caltrans District #11___ ______ Pesticide Regulation, Department of
______ Caltrans Division of Aeronautics _____ Public Utilities Commission

_____ Caltrans Planning (Headquarters) o Reclamation Board

_____ Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy L Regional WQCB # 7 f

_____ Coastal Commission X Resources Agency

X Colorado River Board _____ 8F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission
X . Conservation, Department of ______ San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers and Mins Conservancy
______ Corrections, Department of — . San Joaquin River Conservancy

______ Delta Protection Commission ___ Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
___ Edueation, Department of _____ State Lands Commission

______ Energy Commission _____ SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

X Fish & Game Region#8 ___ ____ SWRCB: Water Quality

_____ Food & Agriculture, Department of ______ SWRCB: Water Rights

_____ Forestry & Fire Protection ______ Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

___ General Services, Department of ____ Toxic Substances Control, Department of
X _____ Health Services, Department of ‘X Water Resources, Department of

X Housing & Commiunity Development

_____ Integrated Waste Management Boatd Other

X Native American Heritage Commission Other

Office of Emergency Services

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency}

Starting Date 05/30/2008 Ending Date 06/29/2008

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: CITY OF CALEXICO Applicant:
Address: 608 HEBER AVENUE Address:
City/State/Zip: CALEXICO, CA.92231 City/State/Zip:
Contact: ARMANDO G. VILLA, DIRECTOR Phone:

T xm ————————————————————
Signature of Lead Agency Representative: . Date: _ &-28-0 ]

Authorlty cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code, Refersnce: Section 21161, Public Resources Gode.




EITY OF CALEKIC!

608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231
Tel: 760.768.2105
Fax: 760.357.7862

www.calexico,ca.gov

I]epar ment of Development Services

Adeinistration - Building Safety - {ode Enforcement - Engineering - Flanmn{]

May 30, 2008

Bureau of Reclamation

Lower Colorado Regional Office
Calexico Public Library (Public Review Document)
Calexico Unified School District - Agustin Ramitez
Caltrans, District 11,

Planning Division Mail Station 450 - Jacob Atmstrong
Department of California Highway Patrol,

El Centro Area — R.E. Jones
Department of Conservation - Dennis O’ Bryant
Department of Fish and Game

Eastern Sierra/ Inland Desert Region — Kim Nichols
Department of Toxic Substance Control

Region 1 — Greg Flolmes

Depattment of Water Resources
Division of Dam Safety — David A, Gutierrez
Heber Public Utility District - John A. Jordan
Imperial County APCD - Monica Soucier
Imperial County Department of Agriculture
Imperial County Fire/OES - Captain Johnny M. Romero
Imperial County LAFCO - Jurg Heuberger
Imperial County Office of Fducation - Fernando O. Garcia
Imperial County Planning and
Development Services — Dagrel Gardner
Imperial County Sherdff - Jesse Obeso
Imperial Irtigation District - Joha Kilps
The Gas Company
USFWS — Carol Roberts or Peggy Bartels

Re: Public Review Notice of Supplement to Mitigated Negative Declaration for Venezia Subdivision (SCH #

2005021128)

Agency Representative:

Enclosed please find a draft Supplement to a previously prepared Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Venezia
Subdivision for your review and comment. If you, as a responsible agency, have any specific concetns regarding the
prepatation of the Supplement Mitigated Negative Declaration, please submit your comments to this office no later
than June 29, 2008 so that your concetns may be reflected on the document.

Your cooperation is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

(gl

Armatdo G. Villa

Director of Planning & Development Setvices o

Enclosures




Bureau of Reclamation

Lower Colorado Reg. Office
P.O. Box 61470

Boulder City, NV 89006-1470

Jacob Armstrong

Caltrans, Dist. 11

Planning Division Mail Station 450
450 Taylor Street

San Diego, CA 92110

Kim Nichols

Department of Fish & Game
Eastern Sierra/Intand Desert Region
78078 Country Club Lane, Ste. 109
Bermuda Dunes, CA 92203

John A. Jordan, General Manager
Heber Pubiic Utility District
P.O.Box H

Heber, CA 92249

Captain Johnny M. Romero
Impertal County Fire/ OES
1078 Dogwood Rd., 101
Heber, CA 92249

Darrel Gardner

Imperial County Planning and
Development Services

801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

The Gas Company
1981 W. Lugonia Avenue
Redlands, CA 92373

Calexico Library

(Pubtic Review Documents)
850 Encinas Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231

R.E. Jones, Captain

Dept. of California Highway Patrol
El Centro Area

2331 Highway 86

Imperial, CA 92251

Greg Holmes

Department of Toxic Substance Control
Region 1

8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

Monica N. Soucler
Imperial County APCD
150 9th Street

El Centro, CA 92243

Jurg Heuberger, AICP
tmperial County LAFCO
1122 State Street, Suite D
El Centro, CA 92243

Jesse Obeso

Imperial County Sheriff
PO BOX 1040

El Centro, CA 92243

Carol Roberts or Pegey Bartels
USEW/S

6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, CA 92011

Agustin Ramirez

Calexico Unified School District
900 Andrade Avenue

Calexico, CA 92231

Dennis O'Bryant
Department of Conservation
801 K Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

David A. Gutierrez, Chief
Department of Water Resources
Division of Dam Safety

1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 94236

tmperial County Dept. of Agriculture
150 5. 9th Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Fernando O. Garcia

Imperial County Office of Education
1398 Sperber Road

El Centro, CA 92243

John Kilps

Impertal lrrigation District
333 E. Barioni Blvd.
mperial, CA 92251
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FOR VENEZIA SUBDIVISION PROJECT

Prepared By:
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. PURPOSE

This document is a Supplement to the 2005 document entitled, “Mitigated Negative Declaration Venezia,
Annexation, General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and Tentative Tract Map”, that was prepared by
Development Design and Engineering (under the supervision of the City of Calexico) and which was
approved by the City of Calexico in 2006 for the Venezia Subdivision project, and its applications for
Annexation, General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and Tentative Subdivision Map approval. In
2005, another applicant, CM Ranch proposed another residential development near the Venezia project
site. The 2005 Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) environmeitally cleared and evaluated the Venezia
project based on the proposed development of the CM Ranch project. In February 2008, the City of -
Calexico City Council adopted Ordinance 1067 which officially revoked all approvals of the CM Ranch
project and its required roadway improvements. This Supplemental MNID addresses and evaluates those
changes to the 2005 MND that have resulted due to the revocation of City approvals of the CM Ranch
project.

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT REQUIREMENTS

As allowed by Sections 15162 and 15164 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, an approved Mitigated Negative Declaration may be amended if certain conditions wete
satisfied. ‘The following provides those sections from the CEQA Guidelines that supposts preparation of
this Supplemental MND.

15162, Subsequent EIRs and Negative Declarations

(a) When an BEIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent ETR
shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence
in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR
or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances vnder which the project is undertaken
which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement
of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

(3) New information of substantial impottance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was cettified as complete or the
Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following;

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous BIR or negative
declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially mote severe than shown in the previous
EIR;

(C). Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and
would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project proponents
decline to adopt the mitigation measute or alternative; ot

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the
project proposnients decline to adopt the mitigation measure ot alternative.

3



{b) If changes to a project or its citcumstances occut of new information becomes available after
adoption of a negaiive declaration, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required wnder
subdivision (a). Otherwise the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent negative
declaration, an addendum, ot no further documentation,

(c). Once a project has been approved, the lead agency's role in project approval is completed, unless
further disctetionary approval on that project is required. Information appearing aftei an approval does
not require reopening of that approval. If after the project is approved, any of the conditions described in
subdivision (a) occuts, a subsequent EIR or negative declatation shall only be prepared by the public
agency which grants the next discretionary approval for the project, if any. In this situation no other
responsible agency shall grant an approval for the project until the subsequent EIR has been certified or
subsequent negative declaration adopted.

(d) A subsequent EIR or subsequent negative declaration shall be given the same notice and public
teview as required under Section 15087 ot Section 15072. A subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall
state whete the previous document is available and can be reviewed.”

15163, Supplement to an EIR (Mitgated Negative Declaration)

(a) The lead or tesponsible agency may choose to prepare a supplement to an BIR (Mitigated Nepative
Declaration) rathet than a subsequent EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration) if:

(1) Any of the conditions described in Section 15162 would require the preparation of a subsequent
EIR, and

(2) Only minot additions o1 changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply
to the project in the changed situation.

(b) The supplement to the EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration) need contain only the information
necessaty to make the previous EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration} adequate for the project as
revised.”

The City of Calexico’s revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and those offsite roadway
improvements now proposed for the Venezia project are considered a “changed situation” and “minor
additions ot changes”, therefore, it is concluded that the proposed Venezia roadway improvement plans
will not result in any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects. When Venezia was originally approved by the City in 2006, the
project was conditioned and requited to provide specific offsite roadway improvements that were
predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed by CM Ranch collectively. Since CM
Ranch’s project apptovals have been revoked, those requited roadway improvements for CM Ranch will
not be constructed. Venezia’s plans for roadway improvements, therefore, now requite revision. Those
revised Venezia roadway improvements described in this document are proposed in response to the
tevocation of CM Ranch’s projcct appj:ovals and its requited roadway improvements. Those
aforementioned “changed situation” and “minor additions or changes™ ate not consideted “substantial”.
The Venezia applicant is_not proposiog any land use changes to their project. Instead, the applicant is
merely “readjusting” its roadway improvement plans to better serve the Venezia project, since CM Ranch
will no longer be constructed. Therefore, it is concluded that a Subsequent Mitgated Nepative
Declaration is not required. Instead a Supplement to the original Mitigated Nepative Declaration will be
prepared Those revised Venezia roadway improveiments described in this documeat are consideted

“minor additions or changes” to the original Venezia plans and therefore, preparation of a Supplemental
Mmgated Negative Declaration is deemed approptiate to environmentally clear the revised Venezia
roadway improvement plans. CEQA provides authority for the Supplement to only address and evaluate
those specific environmental impacts and changes resulting with the revised Venezia roadway
improvements. All other evaluations of resultant environmental impacts associated with the Venezia
ptoject would continue to be provided with the original Mitigated Negative Declaration that was
approved by the City in 2006.



The City of Calexico City Council is designated the Lead Apency, in accordance with Section 15050 of
the CEQA Guidelines. The Lead Agency is the public agency which has the principal responsibility for
approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the City. The City
Council shall approve this Supplemental MND. In addition, this environmental document will be
utilized by the State Department of ‘Transportation (Caltrans) to provide the necessary environmental
clearance and evaluations to review and approve any future Enctoachment Permit request necessary for
the proposed project. Caltrans is designated a Responsible Agency. '

. INTENDED USES OF SUPPLEMENTAL MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

‘This Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is an informational document which is intended to
inform City of Calexico decisionmakess, other tesponsible or interested agencies, and the general public
of potential environmental effects of the proposed project. The environmental seview process has been
established to enable public agencies to evaluate environmental consequences and to examine and
implement methods of eliminating or reducing any potentially adverse impacts. While CEQA requires
that consideration be given to avoiding envitonmental damage, the City of Calexico (Lead Agency) and
other responsible public agencies must balance adverse environmental effects against other public
objectives, including economic and social goals.

In addition, this environmental document will be utilized by the State Department of Transportation
{Calttans) to provide the necessary environmental clearance and evaluations to review and approve any
future Encroachment Permit request necessaty for the proposed project.

'This Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration and Notice of Availability and Intent to Adopt
ptepated for the Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration will be citculated for a petiod of 30 days
for public and agency review. Comments received on the document will be considered by the Lead
Agency before it acts on the revised Venezia roadway improvements.

. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSES

"This document is prepared to satisfy the CEQA needs of the City of Calexico and Caltrans. The City of
Calexico is amending its previous approval of the Venezia project by revising specific mitigation
measutes contained in the document entitled, “Mitigated Negative Declaration Venezia, Annexation,
General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and Tentative Tract Map”, prepated by Development Design
and Engineering (under the supervision of the City of Calexico), in 2005. As discussed, when Venezia
was otiginally approved by the City in 2006, the project was conditioned and required to provide specific
offsite toadway improvements that were predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed
by CM Ranch. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been revoked, those roadway improvements
requited for CM Ranch will not be constructed. Venezia’s plans for roadway improvements, therefore,
required revision or “readjustment”. Those revised Venezia plans and toadway improvements described
in this document are proposed in response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals. A new
traffic study has been prepared to evaluate poteatial impacts resulting with these revised or readjusted
traffic improvements, entitled, “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepared by
Darnell and Associates, in Aptil 2008.

Caltrans, during its March 26, 2008 meeting with the City of Calexico, requested that any biological
and/or cultural resources located within those offsite areas along SR-98 that would be covered by any
future Encroachment Permit also be discussed. ‘Technical analyses were conducted to address these
particular issues. Biological resources were cvaluated in the document entitled, “Tierrasanta Highway
Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey Calexico, California”, prepared by HDR
Engineefing, in April 2006. Cultural resources were evaluated in the document entitled, “Archaeological
Sutvey Repott”, prepared by Hatris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006. The traffic study,
burtowing owl sutvey, and archaeological sutvey report ate included in this document as Appendix A to
C, respectively.



As discussed in the previous sections, CEQA indicates that Supplemental Mitigated Negative
Declarations “need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR (Mitigated Negative
Declaration} adequate for the project as tevised.”

Therefore, for putposes of this document, the following issues shall be evaluated:
e Revision of those traffic mitigation measutes required with the previous 2005 MND.

o Discussion of potential biological resources within those offsite ateas along SR-98 that could be
covered by any future Caltrans Encroachment Permit as a result of roadway widening and
construction,

e Discussion of potential cultural resources within those areas along SR-98 that could be covered by
any future Caltrans Encroachment Permit as a result of roadway widening and construction.

It has been determined that those other environmental issues previously evaluated in the 2005 MND do

_not tequire updated discussions in this document. Presently, the proposed land uses of the Venezia

project ate not being amended. The project will continue to provide 249 single-family umnits, park
facilities and retention basin, a mini-park, commercial uses, a commercial retention basin, and other
related improvements, which is the same project proposal that was previously approved by the City and
environmentally cleared in the 2005 MND. Furthermore, the proposed project will be developed on the
same project site. Therefore, those environmental issues and previous environmental evaluations that
wete based on the patticular location of the project site and on those particular land uses and densities
being proposed by the Venezia project will not be changed or altered, and therefore, do not require
futthet discussion ot updated evaluation in this document. The following environmental issues do not
require further evaluation in this document. ;

Aesthetics

Agticulture Resources

Air Quality

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

? © © © ® ¢ o @ O @

Population and Housing
Public Services

e  Recreation

o  Utilities and Service Systems

CONTENTS OF THIS DOCUMENT

This document is organized to facilitate a basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental
implications of the proposed project.

I INTRODUCTION presents an introduction to the entire teport. This section discusses the
environmental process, scope of environmental review, and intended uses of this document.

IT. PROJECT DESCRIPTION describes the project location and proposed project.

HI. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS provides updated evaluations for traffic, biological resources,
and cultoral resources.



IV. MANDATORY FINDINGS presents Mandatory Findings of Significance in acccudance with
Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. :

V. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED identifies those petsons consulted and
involved in preparation of this Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration,

VI. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document.



II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING

The Venezia project site encompasses approximately 78 acres and is generally rectangular in shape and is
located at the corner of Bowker Road and SR-98. The All American Canal forms the northern boundary
of the project site. Offsite traffic improvements to SR-98 are also requited to setvice the overall Venezia
development and project site. Refer to Exhibit 1 for a location map of the Venezia project site and the
segment of SR-98 that must be improved along with the Venezia project. The Venezia project site is
presently undeveloped and primatily in agriculture. Sutrounding ateas are also undeveloped. Figure 1
presents a Vicinity Map of the Venezia project site.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

The original Venezia project and requested discretionary applications were submitted to the City on Apiil
2004, A revised plan was later submitted in Janwary 2005. In January 2005, the Planning Commission
conducted an Initial Study hearing and determined that the project qualified for preparation of a
Miugated Negative Declaration. Censideration to approve the Final MND was continued over an
extended period to further evaluate and provide appropriate mitigation for the following impacts: stieet
access, school impacts, water/sewer capacity and setvice, and consistency with sutrounding anticipated
development. Tn February 2006, the Planning Commission recommended approval of the Venezia
project and the requested discretionary applications. The City Council, in March 2006, approved the
Venezia project and the requested discretionary applications. Additionally, the applicant concluded all
tequited steps through the LAFCO process. The project was subsequently officially annexed 1o the City
of Calexico in August 2007.

When the City apptoved the Venezia project and its discretionary applications in 2006, the project
. proposed the following:

249 single-family residences

Park facilides and retention basin
Mini-park

Commercial

Commercial retention basin

s © ° ® 2

In addition, the project proposed and was conditioned to provide roadway itnprovements to SR-98,
Bowker Road, and Jade Avenue. Figures 2 and 3 present the residential and commercial site plans for
Veneuia, respectively.

As discussed, when Venezia was ogiginally approved by the City in 2006, the project was conditioned and
requited to provide specific offsite roadway improvements that were predicated upon other roadway
improvements to be constructed by the adjacent CM Ranch. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have
been revoked, its roadway improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for
development and roadway improvements now requite revision and “readjustment”. Those revised
Venezia plans and roadway improvements described in this document ate proposed in response to the
revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway improvements.

Presently, the applicant is not proposing any changes to its land use plan for the Venezia project. The
project’s roadway improvements are being readjusted in response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s
project approvals and its fequired ‘toadway tiprovenieits. Accordingly, those conditions of approval
and mitigation measures that wete apptoved with the Venezia project in 2006 must now be revised
similatly with those readjusted roadway improvements that must now be provided with the Venezia
project. These revised conditions of approval and mitigation measures will requite review and approval
by the City’s Planning Cornmission and City Council. This document is prepated to provide the
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necessary environmental clearance for the readjusted roadway improvements. In addition, Caltrans is a
responsible agency to this document, since roadway improvements to SR-98 are required to
accommodate the Venezia project; future issuance of an Encroachment Permit will be requited by
Caltrans,

"The following desctribes the readjusted roadway improvements which ate being proposed in two phases:

Phase 1 - Interim Condition

These improvements will be provided at the intetsection of SR-98 and Bowker Road, within the existing
canal undercrossing and will correct the existing non-standard intetsection geometry. Presently, Bowker
Road intersects SR-98 at approximately 45 degrees. Bowket Road will be re-aligned within the vicinity of
this intersection to reduce the exiting skew angle to the minimum value allowed in the Highway Design
Manual, which is 75 degrees. By re-aligning Bowker Road, adequate sight distance from the intersection
will also be maintained. SR-98 and Bowker Road will be improved to the following;

®  SR-98: Total 100-foot existing right-of-way width, with two 12-foot through lanes, a 12-foot left-turn
lane, and two eight-foot shoulders. SR-98 will be widened west of Bowker Road for a width of 12
feet to provide a right-turn lane for eastbound traffic approaching Bowker Road. The project will be
tesponsible for providing ultimate half-width tight-of-way on SR-98 along the project’s frontage in
accordance with Caltrans requitements.

¢ Bowker Road: Total 60-foot right-of-way, with two 12-foot through lanes, a2 12-foot left-turn lane,

- two eight-foot shoulders, and two four-foot sidewalks. The project will be responsible for providing

ultimate right-of-way on Bowker Road (both sides) along the project frontage. With the ultimate re-
aligned curvature, the total right-of-way will be 126 feet.

Phase 2 ~ Ultimate Condition

Development of Phase 2 will requite the City of Calexico and Caltrans to enter into an agteement ot
memorandum of understanding for the construction and widening of the SR-98 at Bowker Road
intersection and/or construction of the SR-98 at Jade Avenue intersection.



III. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This section evaluates potential traffic, biological, and cultural impacts that could result with the revised
roadway improvements.

A, TRAFFIC AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

This section is based on findings and conclusions contained in the document entitled, “Tyaffic Study for
Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepated by Darnell and Associates, in April 2008.

The traffic study estimated that the overall project will be constructed in two phases. Phase 1, which is
projected for completion by the Year 2015, will construct 249 single-family tesidences and 44,000 sf. of
commercial uses. Phase 2, which is projected to the Year 2035, will consttuct another 83,000 sf. of
commercial uses. The traffic study evaluated traffic impacts resulting with these proposed land uses to be
constructed with each of the two phases and those roadway improvements required to serve these land
uses, according to the following scenarios:

e Existing Conditions Plus Project Roadway Operations

e Hxisting Conditions Plus Project Intersection Operations

®  Year 2015 (Without Jade Street) Roadway Segment Operations
e Year 2015 (Without Jade Strect) Intersection Operations

L]

Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Roadway Segment Operations
Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Intersection Operations

®  Year 2035 Roadway Segment Operations

e Year 2035 Intersection Operations

Impacts were quantified and evaluated according to the County’s Congestion Management Program
(CMP) requirements and levels of service for each studied roadway segment and intersection. Key
roadway segments that were evaluated included Bowker Road and SR-98. Key intersections that were
evaluated included SR-98 at Meadows Road; SR-98 at Riveria Road; and SR-98 at Bowker Road.

Regarding the CMP, approval of Proposition 111 in 1990, required each County to evaluate
transportation and traffic impacts of large projects on the regional transportation system according to
specified criteria that was based on trip generation potential. The critetia or threshold utilized by the
County of Imperial is 2,400 average daily vehicle trips or 200 peak hour teips. The traffic study calculated
that the project would generate approximately 12,650 new total daily trips. Therefote, the traffic study
was prepared in accordance with County CMP procedures and requirements.

Levels of service (LLOS) is the professional standard by which the operating conditions of a particular
roadway segment or intersection are measured. Levels of service are defined on 2 scale of LOS A to LOS
F. LOS A represents the best operating conditions, while LOS F represents the worst conditions. The
City of Calexico typically accepts LOS C as the standard for determining whethet a particular roadway or
intersection is operating at an acceptable level. However, the City will also accept LOS D at roadway
segments if the intersections along the segment operate at LOS D or better duting peak hours.
Accordingly, the traffic study utilized a standard of LOS ID when detertnining if the project’s traffic
genetation would significantly impact a particulat roadway or intetsection.

The following summatrizes conclusions from the traffic stdy regarding project impacts on key roadways
and intersections according to the aforementioned scenatios, Please tefer to the traffic study which
provides the quantitative analyses of each studied roadway segment and intersection. Compliance with
those mitigation measures contained in the following sections ensure that potential traffic-related impacts
will be reduced to levels of insignificance.

e Existing Conditions Plus Project Roadway Operations: The traffic study concluded that at
ultimate buildout, the project will generate approximately 12,650 avetage daily trips (606 trips and
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1,265 trips duting motning and afternoon peak hours, respectively) and that all roadway segments
will operate at acceptable levels of service.

» Existing Conditions Plus Project Intersection Operations: The taffic study concluded that all
analyzed intersections will operate at acceptable levels of setvice, except for SR-98 at Bowker Road.

e  Year 2 ithout cadway Segment Operations: The traffic study concluded
that deficiencies will result at the following roadway segments: SR-98, west of Meadows Road (Phase
1 and Total Project) and Bowker Road from SR-98 to the ptoject’s access (Total Project only). To
mitigate the analyzed deficiencies, the traffic study recommended installation of a traffic signal at SR-
98 and Bowker Road, prior to vltimate buildout of the project. Roadways will operate at acceptable
levels with this mitigation measure.

e Year 2015 (Without Jade Street) Intersection Operations: 'The traffic smdy concluded that

deficiencies will result at the following intersections: SR-98 at Bowker Road (Phase 1 and ‘T'otal
Project) and Bowker Road at the project’s access (Phase 1 and Total Project). To mitigate the
analyzed deficiencies, the traffic study recommended that the aforementioned traffic signal at SR-98
and Bowker Road be installed ptior to ultimate buildout of the project. Intersections will operate at
acceptable levels with this mitigation measure.

© Yeat 2015 (With Jade Sureet) Roadway Segment Operations: The teaffic study concluded that

deficiencies will result at SR-98, west of Meadows Road (Phase 1 and Total Project). To mitigate the
analyzed deficiencies, the traffic study recommended that traffic signals be installed at ¢he SR-
98/Bowker Road and Bowker Road/project access connections with Jade Street, ptior to ultimate
buildout of the project. Two new intersections will also be created, including Jade Street at SR-98 and
Jade Street at Bowker Road. Both these intersections will requite traffic signals to access SR-98,
Roadways will operate at acceptable levels with these improvements.

o Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Intersection Operations: The tuaffic study concluded that all

intersections will operate at acceptable levels with the aforementioned improvements.

° r 2035 Roadway Segment Operations: The traffic study concluded that deficiencies will result
at SR-98, west of Meadows Road. Mitigation measures ate recommended by the traffic study to
alleviate any deficiencies, as discussed in the following section.

®  Year 2035 Intessection Operations: The taffic study concluded that deficiencies will resule at the
intersections of SR-98 at Meadows Road, Bowker Road, and Jade. Mitigation measures are
recommended by the traffic study to alleviate any deficiencies, as discussed in the following section.

Mitigation Measures

As discussed, because the neighboting CM Ranch’s project approvals and its roadway improvements
wete revoked by the City, those traffic mitigation measures contained in the original 2005 MNID likewise,
required amendment. This section lists those traffic mitigation measures that wete approved with the
ariginal 2005 MIND; those mitigation measures that were recommended it the 2008 Darnell traffic study;
and those mitigation measures that ate now required by the City Engineer. Those mitigation measures
now tequited by the City Engineer considered those mitigation measures recommended in the 2008
Datnell traffic study and replaces those mitigation measures recommended in the original 2005 MND.
Those mitigation measures requited by the City Engineer considered findings and recommendations

necessary to reduce any potential traffic-related impact to a level of insignificance.

Mitigation Measures From Original 2005 MND

© Meadows to Bowker: Cumulative - Widen to classification of a State Highway with 6 lanes.
(Alternatives 1 & 2).
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Bowker, Cole to S8R98: Direct - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, Cole to SR98: Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, South of SR98: Dircct - Widen to ultima.te R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, South of SR98: Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade, SR 98 to Bowker Road; Direct - Constract 84-foor R/W with a 96-foor R/W at Hwy 98
intersection. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade, SR 98 to Bowker Road: Cumulative - Construct as a four lane street with a center two way
left turn lane. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SRI8@ Meadows/Andrade: Cumulative - Add eastbound/westbound through lanes, northbound
left, northbound right, and southbound right. (Alternatives 1 & 2) No R/W is available for traffic
lanc addition. Other mitigating alternatives would be to upgrade existing signal with ovetlapped SB
right-tun signal phasing and imptoved timings.

SR98 @ E. Rivera: Short Term — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SRI8 @ E. Rivera: Cumulative - Signalize and add additional east/west through lanes. (Alternatives
1 & 2) In addition, add a second westbound lefi-turn lane,

SR98 @ E. Rivera; Futute - Add eastbound right lane. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Jade: Ditect - Signalize and construct south leg of the intersection with ultimate 4-lane
configuration. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 (@ Jade; Short Term - Signalize & with ultimate 4-lane configuration. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Jade: Cumulative - Sigﬁalize and construct south leg of the intersection with ulimate 4-
lane confipuration. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Jade: Tfuture - Add castbound right and westbound right, Ianes. {Alternative 1).

SRI8 @ Project Access: Direct - Construct as one lane of ingress right turn only (Alternative 1)
SRI98 @ Bowker: Direct — Signalize and construct ultimate intetsection lane configurations

(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Bowker: Short Term — Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations
(Alternatives 1 & 2). :

SR98 @ Bowker: Cumulative - Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations
{Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98.(@ Bowker: Future - Construct ultimate intersection lane configurations (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade @ Project Access: Direct - Construct as one lane of ingtress, one lane of egress, stop
controlled on the access approach (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade @ Project Access: Cumulative - Construct as one lane of ingress, one lane, of egress, stop
controlled on the access approach (Alternatives 1 & 2).
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Jade @ Project Access: Future — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade @ Bowker: Direct - Construct south leg of the intersection as AWSC, eastbound (Alternatives
18&2).

Jade @ Bowker: Cumulative — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Jade @ Bowker; Future — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Bowker @ Project Access: Direct - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way stop
controlled (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Bowker (@ Project Access: Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled (Alternative 1).

Bowket @ Project Access: Short T'erm - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled (Alternative 2).

Bowker @ Project Access: Cumulative - Construct cast and west legs of intersection, signalize
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

Mitigation Measures From Darnell and Associates’ 2008 Traffic Study

L)

xisting Plus Proj Phase

Provide a traffic signal at SR-98/Bowker Road.
Provide ultimate half-width right-of-way on SR-98 along the project frontage.

Provide vitimate half-width right-of-way on Bowker Road (both sides) along the project frontage.

Yeat 2015 Plus Project (Phase 1)

Provide a traffic signal at Bowker Road/Project Access.

Pay fair-share and/or pay into a teaffic mitigation fee program established by the City for
improvements along SR-98, west of Meadows Road.

Year 2035 Plus Project

-]

Contribute its fair-share to coordinate traffic signals along SR-98.

- owlter Road I im Condition

The intersection of Bowker Road at SR-98 shall be re-aligned to reduce the existing skew angle to the
minimum valpe allowed in the Highway Design Manual (75 degrecs) to provide adequate sight
distance from the intersection.

Instalt a left-turn channelization for both directions on Bowker Road and an additional right-tutn
channelization for eastbound SR-98.

Mitigation Measures Now Required by the City Engineer

a.

SR-98, Meadows to Bowker: Cumulative - Applicant/Developer shall contribute a fair share
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h.

payment of 5.03% to widen to classification of a State Highway with 6 lanes (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowket, Cole to SR98; VDi.rect - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, Cole to SR98: Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Aliernatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, South of SR98: Direct - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowket, South of SR98: Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98/Bowker Road Interim Intersection and Segments: The project has a ditect impact and is
responsible for installing the traffic signal, widen Hwy 98 with accel and decel lanes, and the Bowker
Road roadway width within a 60 feet R/W width geometric. ‘The project is responsible for providing
ultimate half-width right of way on SR-98 along their project frontage, and is responsible for
providing ultimate right of way on Bowker Road (both sides) along their project frontage based on
the Ultimate Geomettic as per prios approval The proposed interim improvements also include
installation of a traffic signal at the intersection (wartants in Traffic Report), left turn channelization
for both directions on Bowker Road, and the addition of right turn channelization for eastbound SR-
98. Left turn channelization s alteady in place on SR-98 at the intersection.

State Route SR-98 west of Meadows: State Route 98 west of Meadows demonstrates LOS D for
the year 2015 condition. This segment is ultimately a Flighway designation. The project is part of
the need for these improvements and will pay their fair share and/or pay into a traffic mitigation fee
program established by the City if Calexico. Fees shall be pay at the rate of §12.00 per Project ADT.

SR-98@ Meadows/Andrade: Cumulative -~ Add eastbound/westbound through lanes, northbound
left, northbound right, and southbound right. (Alternatives 1 & 2) No R/W is available for traffic
lane addition. Other mitigating alternative would be to upgrade existing signal with ovetlapped SB
right-tuin signal phasings and improved timings.

SR-98 @ E. Rivera: Short Term — Signalize Fait Share of 5.03% (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 @ E. Rivera: Cumulative - Signalize and add additional east/west through lanes,
{Alternatives 1 & 2). In addition, add a second westbound left-turn lane.

SR-98 @ E. Rivera: Future - Add eastbound right lane. (Altetnatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 (@ Bowker: Direct — Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations,
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 @ Bowker: Short Term — Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations.
{Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 (@ Bowker: Cumulative - Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations.
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 @ Bowker: Puture - Construct ultimate intersection lane configurations (Alternatives 1 &
2).

Bowker @ Project Access: Ditect - - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way stop
controlled. (Alternatives 18 2).

Bowker @, Project Access: Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled. (Alternative 1),
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r. Bowker @ Project Access: Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled. (Alternative 2).

s. Bowker @ Project Access: Cumulative - Construct east and west legs of intersection, signalize.
(Alternatives 1 & 2),

The City Engineer also required project compliance with Table 1, which presents the project’s
contribution to the Bowlker Road at SR-98 re-alignment improvements. This cost estimate was based on
the City Engineer’s calculation of trip generation information as presented in Table 2.

. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Caltrans tequested that the City assess whether biological resources are located along SR-98 that would
be covered by any future Encroachment Permit application. This section is based on findings and
conclusions contained in the document entitled, “Tierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western
Buttowing Owl Survey Calexico, California”, prepated by HDR Engineerting, in April 2006 (Appendix
B). HDR also prepared a May 25, 2007 letter that summatized findings from the butrowing owl survey.
This letter is included in this document as Appendix ID.

In its summary letter, HDR concluded the following:

® The survey boundary was delineated along SR-98, with a 150-meter wide buffer on hoth sides and
extending between Meadows Road and Bowker Road (Please refer to Figure 4 for Survey Area).

® Vegetation Commupitigs: The survey area supported agriculture, ruderal, and artow-weed scrub
vegetation communities, as well as distutbed and developed features such as canals, irfigation ditches,
ditt roads, and residential development. ‘The majority of the survey area was under agricultural
cultivation. Bermuda grasses and Sudan grasses were the crops remaining in the fields. Ruderal
vegetation was found primarily along the roadside and edges of the agricultural fields and within the
smaller itrigation canals. Arrow-weed scrub was found along the banks of the All-American Canal.

o Wildlife Movement Corridot: HDR concluded that the survey area “does not cuttently ptovide for
future protection of wildlife movement cortidors and linkages. The project site does not currently
function as a wildlife cortidor or linkage based on the curtent conditions of high volume vehicle
traffic, surrounding rapid development, habitat disturbance and degradation, human presence
{residential), and agricultural practces.”

¢ Sensitive Botanical and Zoological Species: HDR looked for the mud nama, Abram’s spurge,
mountain plover, and vatious raptor species. No sensitive species were observed, except for the
Western Burrowing Owl.

o  Western Butrowing Owl: HDR conducted a baseline biological survey and a butrowing owl habitat
assessment and survey on March 27, 28, 29, and 30, 2006 according to Guidelines presented in the
California Department of Fish and Game staff report and the Burrowing Owl Consortium, HDR
concluded that the survey area did not suppott any active butrows. However, two active burrows
which provided nesting habitat for two pairs were found within the 150-meter buffer. In addition,
six pairs and one single owl were observed inhabiting seven burrows outside the sutvey area. HDR
concluded that “No direct impacts to biological resources associated with the proposed project are
identified pursuant to CEQA. No active burrowing owl buttows are found within the project site.”
HDR- did conclude that the-two paits-of owls could be impacted by construction activities. - HDR:
tecommended mitigation measures to alleviate potential impacts to the burrowing owl. HDR
concluded that with mitigation measuies, potential impacts to biological resources would be reduced
to “below a level of significance.”

15



Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measutes arc required to ensute that potential biological impacts will not result
within those areas along SR-98 that will be covered by any future Calirans Encroachment Permir.

a. 'The project applicant shall accomplish the following

e Retain an experienced and qualified biologist to conduct a pre-construction survey pursuant to
CDFG protocols to ensure that any owls that may be occupying the survey area ate identified.
The pre-construction susvey shall be performed within 30 days prior to start of construction.
Should western burtowing owls be present, no take of an active nest will be permitted. CDFG
shall be contacted and consulted to determine potential compensatory mitigation (passive
relocation or mitigation bank).

# Hgtablish a 75-meter (250-foot) no—consﬁ‘uction buffer between onsite construction and
petipheral nesting pairs with burrows from February 1 to August 31,

o Retain 2 biologist to monitor construction to ensute that no burrowing owls begin to nest once
the ground is disturbed and no owls nest in construction material.  Any materials that could
attract nesting owls shall be covered.

e With City input, determine which of the following mitigation measures would be appropiiate to
alleviate impacts to any onsite owls: passive relocation; establishing a mitigation bank, ot paying
into an approved mitigation bank.

C. CULTURAL RESOURCES

This section is based on findings and conclusions contained in the docutnent enttled, “Archaeclogical
Survey Report”, prepared by Harris Archacological Consultants, in Aptil 2006 (Appendix C). HDR also
prepared a May 25, 2007 letter that summarized findings from the mahaeologlcal survey report. This
letter is included in this document as Appendix D.

The following summarizes findings and conclusions from the archaeological sutvey reporn:

* Records Search: There were no prehistoric or historic archaeological sites, or histotic propettics
identified within the survey area.

e No prehistoric archaeological sites were identified within a one-mile radius of the survey area.

8 There were four historic archacological sites (P-13-6906H, CM Ranch; -7130, All American Canal; -
7667, Briar Canal; and -8879, trash scatter) and five historic properties identified within a one-mile
radius of the survey atea.

¢ Archaeological Sutvey: There were no prehistoric or historic cultural resources identified within
the survey area.

®  One historic trash scatter (CA-IMP-8879) was identified within 40 meters of the survey area.
The archacological survey report concluded that cultural resources were not located within the survey

atea. ‘There would be no significant impacts. However, HDR recommended a mitigation measure to
further ensure that potential impacts would not result with the project.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures are required to ensure that potential cultural impacts will not result
within those areas along SR-98 that will be covered by any future Caltrans Encroachment Permit.
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a. 1f buried cultural resources arc encountered during construction, it is Calteans policy that work in
that area must halt until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the natute and significance of the find.
If human remains are uncarthed duting construction, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5
states that no further distutbance shall occur until the County Cotoner has made the necessary
findings as to the origin and disposition of the remains pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
5097.98. In either instance, Caltrans District 11, Environmental Division, Cultural Studies Branch
will immediately be notified.

IV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA
Guidelines. These findings apply to environmental impacts resulting with the Venezia project’s revised and
readjusted roadway improvement plans. Refer to the original 2005 MND for those mandatoty findings of
significance made for the overall Venezia project and its proposed land uses.

a)

b)

d)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
teduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant ot animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered planat or animal ot eliminate important examples of the

major periods of California history or prehistory? Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation
Measures

The documents entitled, “Tiesrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey
Calexico, California”, prepared by HDR Engineering, in Aptil 2006 and “Archaeological Survey Report”,
prepared by Hatris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006 concluded that potential biological and/or
cultural impacts will not result within those areas along SR-98 to be covered by any future Caltrans
Hncroachment Peqmnit with mitigation measures.

Does the project have the potential to achieve shoft-term environmental goals to the
disadvantage of long-term envitonmental goals? an Significant Inpact With Mitigation

The documents entitled, “Tierrasanta Highway Trprovement Project Western Butrowing Owl Survey
Calexico, California”, prepared by HDR Engineeting, in April 2006; “Archacological Survey Report”,
prepared by Hatris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006; and “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use
Development”, prepated by Datnell and Associates, in April 2008 concluded that the project will not
result in any significant short- or long-term impacts with mitigation measures. The project will not
achieve any short-term environmental goal to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals,

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects.) Less Than Significant Impact

The documents entitled, “Tietrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey
Calexico, California”, prepared by HDR Engineering, in April 2006; “Archaeclogical Survey Report”,
prepared by Harris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006; and “I'raffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use
Development”, prepared by Datmell and Associates, in April 2008 concluded that the project will not
generate any impacts that are individually limited, but will become cumulatively considerable. Significant
cumulative impacts are not expected..

Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on
hnman beings, either directly ot indirectly? Less Than Significant Impact

The proposed project will not result in any potentially significant effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly. The proposed project will not result in any potentially significant impacts associated with
traffic, biological resources, and/or cultural resources,
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V. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

This section tdentifies those persons who prepared ot contributed to preparation of this document. This
section is prepated in accordance with Section 15129 of the CEQA Guidelines.

A.

CITY OF CALEXICO - LEAD AGENCY

o Armando G. Villa, Development Services Director
¢  Duane Morita, Planning Consultant

¢ Tony Wong, City Engineering Consultant

CALTRANS - RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
® Jacob Armstrong '

CONSULTANTS

e  Bill Darnell, Datnell and Associates, Traffic
e Hank Mortis, Darnell and Associates, Traffic
e HDR Engineering, Biology

e  Harris Archacological Consultants, Cultural

VI. REFERENCES

“Mitigated Negative Declaration Venezia, Annexation, General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and
Tentative Tract Map”, that was prepared by Development Design and Engineering, in 2005.

Appendix A: “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepared by Darnell and Associates,
in April 2008.

Appendix B:  “Tierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey Calexico,
California”, prepared by HDR Engineering, in Aptil 2006.

Appendix C: “Archaeological Sutvey Report”, prepared by Harris Archacological Consultants, in April
2006.

Appendix 1 “Summary Tetter — Biological and Cultural Resources”, prepared by HDR, in May 25,
2007.

Originally approved Mitigated Negative Declaration

6.

7.

8,

Volume I - Initial Study and Response to Comiments
Volume II - Technical Studies

Volume III - Mitdgation Monitoring Program
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SUPPLEMENTAL MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
City of Calexico

The following Supplernental Mitigared Nogative Declaration is being circulated for public review in acordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act Section 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resonries Code.

Project Name: Revised Roadway Improvements For Venezia Project

Project Applicant: City of Calexico

Project Location: The Venezia project site encompasses approximately 78 acres and is generally rectangular
in shape and is located at the southwest corner of Bowker Road and SR-98. The All American Canal forms the
notthern boundary of the project site. Offisite traffic improvements to SR-98 are also required to service the
overall Venezia developinent and project site.

Description of Project: The original Venezia project and requested discretionary applications were approved
by the City of Calexico in Match 2006 to provide the following uses:

249 single-family residences

&  Patk facilities and retention basin
e  Mini-park

¢ Commercial

e  Commercial retention basin

o

Roadway improvements to SR-98, Bowker Road, and Jade Avenue

When Venezia was originally approved by the City in 2006, the project was conditioned and requited to
provide specific offsite roadway improvements that were predicated upon other roadway improvetnents to be
constructed by the adjacent CM Ranch. CM Ranch’s project approvals have been recently revoked and
thetefore, its roadway improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for development
and roadway improvements now require revision and “readjustment”. Venezia roadway iinprovements are
now being amended in response to the revocation of CM Rancl’s project approvals and its required roadway
improvements. Presently, the applicant is pot proposing any changes to its land vse plan for the Venezia
project. This document is prepared to provide the necessaty environmental clearance for the readjusted
roadway improvements. In addition, Caltrans is a responsible agency to this document, since roadway
improvements to SR-98 are required to accommodate the Venezia project; future issuance of an
Encroachment Permit will be required by Caltrans,

FINDING

This is to advise that the City of Calexico, acting as the lead agency, has prepared a Supplemental Mitigated
Negative Declaration as authotized and in accordance with Sections 15162 and 15164 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

Support of Finding: The City of Calexico’s revocation of CM Ranch’s projcct approvals and those toadway
improvements now proposed for the Venezia project are considered a “changed situation” and “minor
additions ot changes”, therefore, it is concluded that the proposed Venezia roadway i improvement. plans will
not result in any new s1gn1ﬁcant environmental effects ot a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects. When Venezia was ongmally apptoved by the City in 2006, the project was
conditioned and requited to provide specific roadway improvements that were predicated upon other
toadway improvements to be constructed by CM Ranch. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been
tevoked, those required roadway improvements for CM Ranch will not be constructed. Venezia’s plans for
roadway improvements, therefore, now requite revision. Those revised Venezia roadway improvements
described in this document are proposed in tesponse to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and
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its required roadway improvements. Those aforementioned “changed sitvation™ and “minor additions or
changes” are not considered “substantial”. The Venezia applicant is not proposing any land use changes to
their project. Instead, the applicant is merely “readjusting” its rtoadway improvement plans to better serve the
Venezia project, since CM Ranch will no longer be constructed. Therefote, it is concluded that a Subsequent
Mitigated Negative Declaration is not required. Instead a Supplement to the original Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be prepared. Those revised Venezia roadway imptovements described in this document are
considered “minor additions or changes” to the otiginal Venezia plans and therefore, preparation of a
Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed approptiate to envitonmentally clear the revised
Venezia roadway improvement plans. CEQA provides authotity for the Supplement to only address and
evaluate those specific environmental impacts and changes resulting with the tevised Venezia roadway
improvements. All other evaluations of resultant environmental impacts associated with the Venezia project
would continve to be provided with the original Mitigated Negative Declaration that was approved by the
City in 2006.

If adopted, the Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declatation means that an Environmental Impact Report
will not be required. Reasons to support this finding are provided in preceding paragraph. The project file
and all related documents are available for review at the City of Calexico, Planning Division, 608 Heber
Avenue, Calexico CA 92231 (760) 768-2105.

NOTICE

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration duting the review period.

5.23.08 gl ' j ’

Date of Determination Armando G. Villa, Development Services Ditectot
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APPENDIX A
TRAFFIC STUDY
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APPENDIX B
BIOLOGY STUDY
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APPENDIX C
CULTURAL STUDY
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APPENDIX D
HDR SUMMARY LETTER
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APPENDICES (attached on CI} pdf format)

Appendix A: “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepared by Darnell and Associates,
in April 2008.

Appendix B: “Tierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burtowing Owl Sutvey Calexico,
California”, prepared by HIDR Engincering, in April 2006.

Appendix C: “Archacological Survey Report”, prepated by Harris Archaeological Consultants, in April
2006.

Appendix I): “Summary Letter — Biological and Cultural Resoutces”, prepared by HDR, in May 25,
2007,

Originally Approved Mitigated Negative Declaration for Reference
¢  Volume I - Initial Study and Response to Comments
e  Volume I - Technical Studies

o  Volume III - Mitigation Monitoring Program



